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Except possibly in special cases, 
joint employers are jointly and 
severally liable for the full 
award to the employee, without 
















3 SUITE apportionment, but with the 
arenes usual rights of contribution. 
OFFICr —4 judgment at a hearing on 
temporary disability is not res 
atte! judicata on appeal to the 
County Court from the judg- 
ment on permanent disability| 
ogee as they are part of one case 
which must be considered as a 
whole on the appeal. 
a Digested from an opinion by 
T on, J. C. C. rendered Aug. 
- 1960. Middlesex County Court 
inderson v. Well-Built et als. For 
gner—Clausen, Klein, Kov- 
Anderson. For resp yndent 
eis dor Kalis 
ERS Kalisch. ; a 
die. ae r appeals from a judg- 
rnished t ‘the Workme ; Comp- 
ccerptung 


Division wh 
er award a 


appor- 
three 












s in the proportion of 
) respondent Well-Built, 14 to! 
ien Racina Agency and 
9 Racina individua The 
rst two are corporé of | 
eh Racina was pres side nt. | 
> ler contends 


nt was error 
employers are 
’ liable to her 

























































































Petitioner was a secretary in the} , Se ere es 
Hs) f the three re me idents. fron hearing * a below. Hoth NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
- 2 T in which s] ‘i 1earings on temporary and below are sent to each county law 
ssdleeet d was a model t von menens disabilit y are part of library. Any member of the bar may 
ma at ail Geen | ~y case e — must be consider- secure a copy of the opinion in any 
= business office. e was ioe ea a —- on appeal to the particular case, without charge, by 
jaa ured when she went outside County Court. writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
aT gy Baar IN arg _ Judg ment modified according-| (Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 
garage attached to the model] ~’ on SUPREME COURT 
pce: see that it cleared the Appeals — None 
thead doors and then ran in- Rule Out Oral Tes Testimony | | aes ; for Certification 
ie to answer the phone which| At Pretrial Conferences | Granted — None 
oe 2 lat moment. S e slip- - | SUPERIOR COURT 
MOS : loose plece ol ic Advice of Counsel Not Absolute| LAW DIVISION 
1g the floor just € Defense To Malicious Prosecution} Stahl et als v. Board of Finance, 
a According to th cS Under Penn. Law City of Paterson et als (Passaic 
LASE was paid a total sa —__—. |County, Docket No. L-6582-59 
THASING week; $30 from Racina,| The U.S. Court of Appeals for | P.W. decided July 27, 1960) 
m Racina Agency and $15 the Third Circuit has ruled 1 that | Full digest on page 2. 
om Well-Built. No particular oral testimony or oral statements| Pfitzinger v. Bd. of Trustees of 
ie e Ww allotted to €acnh em-/of witnesses are not to be taken | N. J. Public Employees’ Retire. 
— ver, petitioner spendi A or received at pretrial confer- | System et al (Somerset Co., L- 
rt was required to ences and should not be the| 9373-57, decided August 1, 1960) 
ING eagles work for ac basis of the court’s action. | Granted ndant’s motion 
“. Her work was In the case before the Court|for summary judgment in pro- 
Ly) : ner wWOrKk of Appeals, the trial court had| ceeding to compel acceptance of 
> employ eceived and relied on an oral| plaintiff's ement and for 
ML 3-4292 : Ast, and she rec statement by a District Attorney} payment of his pension as a war 
A 61102 ers fy m Mr. at pretrial in a malicious prose-| veteran public employee. Charges 
— ve Employers cution case in which the defense] of misconduct, neglect of duty, 
et SY not vas that the defendant had act-| violation of regulations and or- 
1S: Held: It is clear p ed on advice of the District At-| ders of superior officer for ex- 
EAUS me) mploy torney. Holding this was im-|torting and accepting liquor and 
D its at the 1e proper, the Court of Appeals said: | other ft from contractors 
Manoge" ide There was an inter-| “In our view the receipt of ‘oral| dealing the Highway Dept. 
m3 Zing of her time, no yca- | Statements’ by ‘witnesses’ in a| for — was material in- 
101 duties by each en sy,| pre-trial conference opens a/| spect ng during working 
——— a iction of duties Pandora’s box not in contempla-| hours, falsif ying ye work re- 
eae °¢ or made, and an tion by those who so wisely con-| ports, etc. were made against 
ald occasions i Patron pre-trial procedures as a| plaintiff 61 1r-old employee of 
= thr the employ} iedium of expediting the trial|41 years’ service on Jan. 8, 1958.| 
: respondents a of cases and not as a substitute} He was tchbaaalh-ns- from em- 
it.y and severally liabl for the regular trial process’”’. | ployment on Jan. 28, 1958, pend- 
© petitioner. The court further held that] ing determination of the charges, 
-fat Joint employ re joint- under Pennsylvania law, there| by the Hig y Com’r who later 
1d severally liable to an em- eo which is in accord| removed hi as of that date 
e ured in the course of th 3 Restatement Torts, a re-| after heari he charges. He ap- 
piraicagl is _ aed in sort to professional advice does} plied for reti! ont on April 24, 
8 not necessarily establish a con- | 1958 while cha were pending | 
ses,| clusive presumption against mal-| and his removal by the Highway 
ice and in favor of probable cause| Com’r was subsequently affirmed 
- the total|and is not an independent absolute | by the Civi vice ‘Comm. Plain- 
ceived from the| defense to an action for malic-| tiff had 1 ; right to public 
. In Knight v.|ious prosecution, but where dis-| pension by sre moval on charg- 
. 497, it was held | puted as a defense, raises a jury|es of misconduct and delinquen- 
ers there is a finding of} question as to whether the de-|cy. Nor would the wording of 
d nployment, the awardisto| fendant sought the advice of|N. J. S. A. 43:15A-38 vest in him 
a ured by the total wages/ counsel in good faith and wheth-|indefeasible pension rights be- 
the joint employers and| er defendant fairly and fully laid| cause he was over 60 years of age 
sessed against both of| before the attorney all the facts} and had over 20 years’ service. 
This phraseology is sim-| which he knew of or of which COUNTY COURT 
at that used to describe joint} he had reliable information. Anderson vy. Well-Built Homes of 
78/9 a. against joint tortfeasors The decision was rendered in| Central Jersey, Inc. et als (Mid- 
ue “mmon law. The same under-|Lynn v. Smith et als, No. 13118,| dlesex Co., Law Div., #22-23448, 
iy 8 decided July 29, 1960) 


Policy of the “joint and| 
Tule at common law is| 
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Notice To The Bar 


Commencing with the new 
Term in September, the Su- 
perior Court, Chancery Divi- 
sion, judges will operate a con- 
tinuous calendar, as opposed 
to a fixed day calendar, for 
the trial of general equity and 
contested matrimonial cases. 
Each judge will continue to 
run his own calendar and at- 
torneys ring general equity 


served in Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion cases. Every employer bears 
full responsibility for the injuries 
of his employees in the course of | 
|employment no matter what ar- 
rangements he enters into with 
} any other employers for joint em- 
ployment of the employee. Of 
course, the usual rules of contrib- 
ution apply to joint employers. 
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While it may be that some| |9r contested matrimonial cases | 
forms of joint employment war-| | Will be advised when they will | 
rant apportionment, the facts| |be called. Uncontested matri- 
here do not justify apportion-| |monial cases will continue to| 
mer nt. There is no basis here for| | be scheduled for fixed days as | 

termining the proportion of} | heretofore | 
services rendered to each em- This new calendar proced- | 
ployer and the wages paid by| |ure will enable a case, once 
each do not appear to be based| | Started, to be tried to conclu- | 
on services rendered. | }sion thus avoiding split trials | 

Respondent argues petitioner | over periaee: of months. cite 

annot question the apportion- | expected that, in this wise, 


ment as she did not object there-| | TEV©™ and repetition of evi 





short- | 


to at the hearing on temporary] |@ence will be avoided ane 
disability, but first challenged it| |*Tials correspondingly - 
at the hearing on permanent ened a er court days 
disability and that the judgment| | heretofore los because of cal- 
of apportionment at the hearing| |@"¢ar breakdowns wm aad 
on temporary disability is res saved. ee 
judicata. But the doctrine of| = MeConnes | 
res judicata does not apply for sea 3: athve Laeeewee 
the reason that the County Court we Courts | 











has the duty upon review of a 
e case to make independ- 
ent findings of fact and law. The 
County Court must apply the law 

without regard to 
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Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


August 2 to 8, 


S it aii . 4 
as it finds it 1960 






















































opinion by Kalodner, C. J., filed 
Aug. 2, 1960. 





Full digest on page 1. 
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GENERAL ASSIGNMENT ORDER 


SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
General Assignment Order—1960-61 
ORDERED that the judges of the Superior Court are assigned 
and that certain judges of the County Court are temporarily as- 
signed to the Superior Court as follows, effective September 7, 1960: 
APPELLATE DIVISION 


Copy: Twenty-five Cents 








Part B 
Judge Price, presiding 
Judge Gaulkin 


Part A 

Judge Goldmann, presiding 
Judge Conford 
Judge Freund Judge Sullivan 
Judge Haneman Judge Foley 

Judge Conford to preside in Part A in the absence of Judge 
Goldmann and Judge Gaulkin to preside in Part B in the absence 
of Judge Price. 

LAW DIVISION 


Judge Artaserse Hudson County 
Judge Broadhurst Assignment Judge, Hudson County 
Judge Cafiero Assignment Judge, Atlantic, Cape May, 
Cumberland and Salem Counties 
Judge Colie Essex County 
Judge Collester Essex County 
Judge Coolahan Essex County 
Judge Giuliano Essex County 
Judge Hetfield Assignment Judge, Union County 
Judge Kingfield Assignment Judge, Hunterdon, Mercer and 
Somerset Counties 
Judge Knight Assignment Judge, Monmouth and Ocean 
Counties 
Judge Kolovsky Assignment Judge, Passaic County 
Judge Leyden Assignment Judge, Bergen County 
Judge Mariano Monmouth County 
Judge McGeehan Hudson County 
Judge Schalick Assignment Judge, Burlington, Camden and 
Gloucester Counties 
Judge Smith Hudson County 
Judge Stanton Assignment Judge, Morris, Sussex and War- 
ren Counties 
Judge Vogel Assignment Judge, Middlesex County 
Judge Waesche Bergen County 
Judge Waugh Assignn.ent Judge, Essex County 
Judge Wick Camden County 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
General Equity Causes 
Judge Simmill Monmouth and Ocean Counties sitting at 
Freehold 
Judge Grimshaw Bergen County sitting at Hackensack and 
Passaic County sitting at Paterson 
Judge Kilkenny Bergen County sitting at Hackensack and 
Hudson County sitting at Jersey City 
Judge Kingfield Hunterdon, Mercer, Middlesex and Somerset 
Counties sitting at Trenton 
Judge Mintz Essex and Union Counties sitting at Newark 
Judge Pindar Essex and Union Counties sitting at Newark 
Judge Schalick Burlington, Camden, Cumberland, Glouces- 
ter and Salem Counties sitting at Camden 
Judge Stanton Morris, Sussex and Warren Counties sitting 
at Morristown 
Judge Wick Atlantic and Cape May Counties sitting at 
Atlantic City and Burlington, Camden, 
Cumberland, Gloucester and Salem Coun- 
ties sitting at Camden 
Matrimonial Causes 
Judge Bennett Hunterdon, Somerset and Mercer Counties 
sitting at Trenton 
Judge Burton Atlantic and Cape May Counties sitting at 
Atlantic City; Cumberland and Salem 
Counties sitting at Bridgeton; and Bur- 
lington, Camden and Gloucester Counties 
sitting at Camden 
Judge Cavinato Bergen County sitting at Hackensack and 
Passaic County sitting at Paterson 
Judge Fulop Middlesex and Union Counties sitting at 
Elizabeth 
Judge Glickenhaus Essex County sitting at Newark 
Judge Hand Essex County sitting at Newark 
Judge Mills Morris, Sussex and Warren Counties sitting 
at Morristown 
Judge Nimmo Bergen County sitting at Hackensack and 
Hudson County sitting at Jersey City 
Judge Simmill Monmouth and Ocean Counties sitting at 
Freehold 
Judge Tomasulo Middlesex and Union Counties sitting at 
Elizabeth 
/s/ JOSEPH WEINTRAUB 


C. J. 


Appellate Division Special Part 


ORDERED that for the weeks Week of September 19, 1960 
of September 12, 19, 26 and Oc- Judge Conford, presiding 
tober 3, 1960 a special part of Judge Foley 

the Appellate Division is tem- Judge Mintz 

porarily constituted and that in| Week of September 26, 1960 
addition to their regular assign- Judge Conford, presiding 
ments the following judges are} Judge Foley 

temporarily assigned thereto, said Judge Leonard 
assignments to continue until all| 
matters coming before said part| Week of October 3, 1960 

are finally disposed of: | Judge Conford, presiding 
Week of September 12, 1960 | Judge Foley 

Judge Conford, presiding Judge Halpern 

Judge Foley | /s/ JOSEPH WEINTRAUB 





Judge Kilkenny C. J. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS | 


MUNICIPAL LAW — URBAN RE- 
NEWAL — A survey and report 
by the staff of a Planning | 
Board may itself constitute | 
substantial evidence sufficient) 
to support a determination 
that an area is blighted. 

—The fact that some of the 
structures in an area are sound 
and not substandard does not 
preclude a finding that the area 
is blighted. 

—The fact that municipal agen- 
cies are proceeding with other 
aspects of redevelopment of an 
area while determination that 
it is blighted is pending does 
not vitiate the proceedings or 
show bad faith. 

—The preliminary investigation 
required by N. J. S. A. 40:55-21.2 
need not be made before pub- 
lic hearing by the Planning 
Board; it is sufficient if it is 
made and considered before 
determination. 

—Planning Board may receive 
and consider survey and report 
by its staff as to blighted area 
without holding public hearing 
thereon. 

—For the purposes of the Blight- 
ed Area Act, the governing 
body of a municipality is its 
Board of Public Works where 
there is one. 

—Planning Board may comply 
with N. J. S. A. 40:55-21.3 by 
adopting an existing sufficient 
map of the area involved and 
need not have its own map 
prepared. 

—Where first public hearing un- 
der Blighted Area Act was in- 
valid because of inadequate 
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notice, second hearing hiay be 
held without adoption of new 
resolutions by the governing 
body. 
—Failure of Planning Board to 
give notice of its determination 
to objectors within 10 days as 

required by N. J. S. A. 40:55- 

21.6 is not fatal where the ob- 

jectors were aware of the de- 

cision and sought timely judi- 
cial review. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Kolovsky, A. J. S. C. rendered 
Aug. 2, 1960. Superior Court, Law 
Div. Stahl, et als v. Board, et als. 
For plaintiffs — Morris Dobrin 
(Michael J. Muscarella, of coun- 
sel). For defendant Boards & City 
—Theodore D. Rosenberg. For de- 
fendant Housing Authority—Carl 
Gelman. 

In February 1957 the Housing 
Authority of the City of Paterson 
applied to the Federal Gov’t for 
monies to conduct a survey to 
determine whether the Bunker 
Hill area of the City would qual- 
ify for redevelopment under 
Titie I of the U. S. Housing Act. 
The action was initiated by the 
Authority pursuant to N. J.S. A. 
55:14A-31 et seq. which authorizes 
such authorities to clear blight- 
ed areas and prevent blight etc. 
The Federal Agency approved the 
application early in 1958 and the 
survey was made. 

A determination that an area 
is a “blighted area” is to be made 
by the municipality under N. J. 
S. A. 55:14A-33 after investiga- 
tion, notice and hearing in ac- 
cordance with the “Blighted Area 
Act”, (N. J. S. A. 40:55-21.1 et seq.) 

On Feb. 10, 1959, the Housing 
Authority adopted a resolution 
reciting inter alia completion of 
the survey and planning work 
for the ‘redevelopment Project’ 
in the Bunker Hill area, that un- 
der applicable legislation, it 
could not proceed unless the gov- 
erning body of the City first de- 
termine that the project area was 
blighted in accordance with the 
Blighted Area Act and had ap- 
proved the Urban Renewal Plan 
and determined that it conform- 
ed to the duly approved Master 
Plan of the City, and requested 
the city’s Board of Finance and 
Board of Public Works to make 
such determination and for that 
purpose to require the Planning 
Board to make an investigation 
and hold a public hearing as pro- 
vided for in the Blighted Area 
Act. Resolutions were thereafter 
adopted by the Board of Public 
Works and the Board of Finance 
on May 5 and May 14 respectively 
directing the Planning Board to 
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make an investigation, hold a 
public hearing and make a deter- 
mination whether or not the pro- 
ject area is a blighted area, and 
directing the city engineer to 
prepare a map of the project 
area showing the boundaries and 
parcels therein, to which shall 
be appended a statement setting 
forth the basis of the investiga- 
tion to be prepared by the Plan- 
ning Board, and thereafter to 
make its determination and sub- 
mit a report thereon to the 
Boards for approval, disapproval 
or modification. 


Though the resolution directed 
that a map of the area be pre- 
pared by the city engineer and 
filed with the city clerk, this was 
not done. Instead, a map in the 
form required, which had pre- 
viously been prepared for the 
Housing Authority was filed and 
to it was appended the statement 
by the Planning Board. The 
Planning Board scheduled and 
held a public hearing on June 8, 
1959. On June 16 the Planning 
Board adopted a resolution find- 
ing the area to be a blighted area 
and thereafter the Board of Pub- 
lic Works and the Board of Fi- 
nance adopted similar resolu- 
tions. On July 15, 1959, plaintiffs 
attacked this action on the 
ground, among others, that the 


intent made their determinations 
without in good faith determin- 
ing the area was or was not 
blighted. This charge is not sup- 
ported by the evidence, which is 


at the same time the proceedings 


ed were going on, other steps 


poses, does not affect the validity 
of the action. Such other activ- 
ities were entirely proper as part 
of the overall program and duties 
of the Planning Board. 

(3) Plaintiffs say the Planning 
Board did not conduct a prelim- 


detailed field survey prior to the 
hearing is proper but not mand- 


sonal knowledge of the situation. 


basically one for interpre 
of an existing contract, it ; 
be heard by the Nationa! 
road Adjustment Board. T 2 
inary investigation as required = yoo ge 
by N. J. S. A. 40:55-21.1. Making a| Nrap did not dispose of them: 


ter on the merits. Plaintiff: a 


atory. The Board already had the| so.6 the NRAB and tha: Ro... 
benefit of other surveys and per- after hearing denied petit: wt 


claims. Plaintiffs now see 
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U.S. District 
Court Decision 


ll to the contrary. The fact that| RAILROADS — LABOR — 
: : 4 Plaintiffs sued for an accoyp:. 


to determine the area was blight-| ing and damages arising oy: .. 
an alleged breach of a co] 
were taken towards eventual use| >argaining agreement. The ¢ 
of the area for industrial pur-|COncerned operation of def 





And it did not make its decision de novo of the matters heard 


sidered the results of the field 
survey made by its Executive 
Staff. 

(4) Nor was it necessary for 
the Planning Board to hold an- 
other public hearing after re- 
ceiving the report by its staff. 
The objectors had _ already| 
voiced their objections and pre- 
sented their evidence and neither 
the staff nor plaintiffs’ witnesses | 








last publication of notice of the 
hearing was less than 10 days} 
prior to the hearing contrary to| 
the provisions in the Blighted| 


Area Act. | 


Thereafter, without new reso- | 


Boards, the Planning Board, un- | 
der the authority of the May) 
resolutions, scheduled and held| 
another public meeting, on pro- 
per notice, on Sept. 10, 1959. At} 
this hearing, several statements 
were received, reports and sur-| 
veys received, and testimony tak- 
en both from proponents and op- 
ponents of the plan. The testi-| 
mony of opponent’s witnesses was 
that the area was not blighted 
and the buildings not substand- | 
ard etc. Several days after ad-| 
journment of the hearing, the| 
Planning Board directed its ex- 
ecutive staff to make a house- 
to-house survey of the area, be- 
cause of the apparent discrep-| 
ancy between the findings of the 
Housing Authority and those of| 
the objectors’ witnesses. The Ex | 
ecutive Staff made its field sur-| 
vey, submitted a written report to| 
the Planning Board, and found| 
the area was a blighted area un-| 
der 4 of the 5 alternative tests| 
listed in N. J. S. A. 40:55-21.1. The 
report was formally received ata 
meeting of the Planning Board 
on Dec. 15, 1959. The Planning 
Board then adopted a resolution 
finding the area a blighted area} 
and the Board of Public Works| 
and Board of Finance thereafter | 
adopted similar resolutions. 


Though the statute requires 
that a copy of the resolution de- 
termining that an area is blight- 
ed should be served on all object- 
ors within 10 days, such written 
notice was not served until Feb. 
15, 1960. In the meantime the 
present suit attacking the deter- 
minations and resolution was 
filed on Jan. 12, 1960. 


Held: Plaintiffs contend the} 
determination that the area is 
blighted is arbitrary and not sup- 
ported by substantial evidence. 
This is not so. The facts disclos- 
ed in the report of the Executive 
Staff of the Planning Board, 
which is supported by the in- 
formation contained in the rec- 
ords of their field survey, consti- | 
tute substantial evidence in sup- 
port of the findings. While it is| 
true that some of the dwellings! 
are in good condition and not 
substandard, this does not af- 
fect the validity of the defend- | 
ant’s determinations. The test is! 
the condition of the area as a 
whole. | 
(2) Plaintiffs contend defend- | 
ants had devised the scheme or 
plan of converting the area into 








an industrial park and with that 


|be treated in pari materia, has 


|of the municipality and that in| 


| works 


would have been subject to cross 
examination. 


quirement of the Blighted Area 
Act that resolutions so finding 
be adopted by “the governing 


filled. The legislature, 
Municipal Planning Act, N. 
S. A. 40:55-1.1 et seq, which must 


specified that “governing body”| 
means the chief legislative body | 


cities having a board of public} 


Thus, resolution by the Board of| tertain this suit as an appli 
for a trial de novo on then 


(6) Nor did the failure of the| and if it be deemed an ap 


Public Works was adequate. 


until after it received and con- the Board and ask 


Board ’s order be set aside 
arbitrary and c 
and not based on any subs: 
tial evidence. Defendant moy:: 
to dismiss on the ground th; 
court has no jurisdiction 
Held: In other litigation +: 
U. S. Supreme Court has up! 
the holding in this court th 
N.R.A.B. had primary an 
| Sive jurisdiction. And whi 
| been indicated that judicia] 
Agee _| view of the Board’s action is pe: 
(5) Plaintiffs argue the re |missible where the Board ie 
| petitioner due process of ] 
there is no case holding t 
lutions being adopted by the City| poay’ of the city, was not ful-| District Court has juriscict 
: in the| 8tant a trial de novo and 
j.jona merits a claim presen 
and denied by the N.R.A he 
U. S. Supreme Court has, on tt: 
{contrary indicated there is x: 
such jurisdiction in the Distric: 
Court. 


legal, 


the 
governing body means| herein must be dismissed as this 
|such board. N. J. S. A. 40:55-1.2.| court has no jurisdiction to ex- 











Planning Board to cause its own| tion based on claimed denia 


map to be prepared make the| due process by the N.R.AB., ove 

which a District Court ght 
While N. J. S. A. 40:55-21.3 pro-| have jurisdiction, then 
| vides that the Board shall cause| A.B. would be a necessaz 
such map to be prepared, the ac- | It is not a party here a: 
curacy of the map here used is| court cannot find any m 
not disputed, and adoption by a| Within 


proceedings fatally defective.) 







its jurisdiction to 27 


Planning Board of an existing! Service on the Board. 


map showing the information 
called for is authorized by the} 


Complaint dismissed. 
Opinion by Madden, D. J. Sie 


cited section. Duplication of map| Aug. 3, 1960 in Finlin et a 


preparation is not required. The | Penn. R.R. Civil No. 431-57. Pove.. 

should have} and Davis for plaintiffs 1e: 
adopted a resolution specifically; Greiner, Hunter and Read :* 
adopting the map as that called | defendant. 


Planning Board 


for by N. J. S. A. 40:55-21.3. But 
there is no showing the parties | 
were prejudiced by that omission. 

(7) Nor was the failure to 


tion. 


notice to objectors within 10 days | 


after the determination fatal.! not prejudice the partie 


| 


The purpose of this provision is| they were aware of the ae 
| to enable objectors to seek timely| mination and obtained ‘mé 
judicial review. While the Board! judicial review by this su 


should have complied with the 


Wood & Scatcnat- 
| with offices at 217 North Sixths: 
(8) Nor was the failure to give | Camden 2. 





Announcement 


Blaine E. Capehart and Alert 
adopt new resolutions before the| ander C. Wood, 3rd, wh 
second hearing fatal. New reso-| heretofore engaged in 
lutions were not necessary. The|eral practice of law u 
authority continued under the| firm name of Richards, Cap 
first resolutions until the request | & Wood, and William B. Sc 
to the Planning Board was com-| ard, Jr. have formed the 
plied with by a valid determina- | Capehart, 


















Judgment for defendants ¥" 
statutory directive its failure did’ out costs. 
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New Jersey State Bar Examinations 
Attorneys -- July 1960 


(Continued from last week) 





(Est. Time—20 Min.) 
95, On March 1, 1960 the part- 


nership of Tout & Co. had a net | 


sorth of $200,000. On that date 
Tom Tout, a partner with a one- 
nalf interest in the firm, while 
intoxicated discharged a shotgun 
aut his front window, fatally in- 
iyring Desmond Depend, a thirty 
year old father of five children, 
and a successful young lawyer. 
Tne other partner in Tout & Co. 
was Warren Wise, Tout’s son-in- 
‘aw. On March 15, 1960 Wise and 
executed a _ dissolution 





rest in the partnership assets 
for $100,000 evidenced by a prom- 
ssorv note in that amount, bear- 
interest, and payable at 
‘ne rate of $50. per month. Tout 
nas no other assets and no insur- 
ance which would cover the 
gting of Depend. He has of- 
to settle the claim of Mrs. 

nd and the children by de- 
x the note to them in ex- 
for a release. You suspect 
nce he has the release he 
ds to go back into partner- 
with Wise. He says he will 
voluntary petition in back- 
f you do not accept his 


earaoct 























uld you advise Mrs. Depend 
ecept Tout’s offer? 

(Est. Time—20 Min.) 
26. Bethel Steel Co. had a con- 
to furnish steel ingots to 
ederate States Steel Co. In 
© assure a source of supply 
mestone used in its furnaces 
ontracted with Limestone 
Co. for 100,000 tons of 

per month, to be de- 
against 60 day bills of 
drawn on Bethel for 
shipment. Before Limestone 
would agree to this arrangement 

insisted that Confederate 
teel Co. execute a rider 
od to the contract which 
In consideration of the 
cution by Limestone Quarry 
he annexed contract the 
ned hereby guarantees 
yment of all amounts to 
due to Limestone from 
Steel Co. /s/ Confederate 
Steel Co. By R. E. Lee, 































n After the contract 
sen in effect for a year 
Li me began shipping on 


ccount instead of requir- 
hel to accept 60 day sight 
The account was kept 
y current for six months, 
tually Bethel fell behind 
owes Limestone $350,000 
ries, over half of which 
€ made more than 90 days 

Confederate was not in- 
med of the abandonment of 
a it draft arrangement until 
‘26 account was in its present 





+ Ul 







| Eliza and the XYZ Corp. on the) tyreq or so]! 
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area in a crowded shopping plaza 
in Trenton. At said time she ob- 
served an unoccupied motor ve- 
hicle rolling down an incline in 
the parking area, moving in her 
direction. Caroline pulled her ve- 
hicle sharply to the left, stopped 
it, left her car and ran to the 
unoccupied moving car, opened 
the door, entered it and brought 
it to a stop. In so doing, she fell 
and received certain injuries and 
her unborn child, Jane, was later 
born with certain injuries as to 
which medical testimony is that 
they were caused by the fall. The 
vacant car had been negligently 
parked by defendant Vee Bee on 
an incline with its emergency 
brake in a defective condition. 
This suit was brought by plain- 
tiffs Caroline and Jane against 
Vee Bee, with Robert Green suing 
to recover monies spent for Caro- 
line’s medical care. At the con- 
| clusion of plaintiff’s case defend- 
ant moves for judgment. How 
would you decide? 

OPTIONAL QUESTIONS 
(Answer any three of the five 
optional questions. 75 minutes 

for all optionals.) 

| O-1. Wilbur White at the time 
| of his employment as a salesman 
: by Black Chemical Co., executed 
was to pay Eliza’s losses to Fagan) 4 contract which provided that 
incurred in roulette in Monte} jn consideration of such employ- 
Carlo the winter previous to the | ment by Black he would not for 
execution of the note. |two years after leaving Black, 

4. As security for the note, Eliza | “enter the 


Uil 


signed a warranty deed to Black-! sajes agent or broker or in any 


| state. Will Limestone prevail in 
an action against Confederate for 
| the $350,000? 
(Est. Time—50 Min.) 

27, 28. You, Smith are practic- 
| ing law in partnership with Jones 
in Newark, N. J. A file is delivered 
to you by your partner’s secre- 
tary with a statement that, due 
|to illness, your partner will be 
unavailable for several days and 
that this file ought to be worked 
on immediately. Examining it, 
you find the following: 

1. Client is Eliza Doolittle, a 
wealthy widow, who is the bene- 
ficiary of a spendthrift trust, with 
an income of $25,000.00 per year | 
therefrom. She further owns 98 | 
shares of stock in XYZ Corp., the 
two additional shares being 
owned by you and your partner. 

2. On May 1, 1959, Eliza bor- 
rowed $5,000 from Fagan, causing | 
XYZ Corp. to sign a note to him | 
for 1 year with interest at 10%.} 
The note was then endorsed by 
Eliza and delivered to Fagan. 

3. The real purpose of the loan 











| 


| return, and consults you to de- 





employ of or act as | turn? 


acre, a farm in Atlantic County,| other capacity in the States of| 


N. J., and delivered the same t0| qajifornia, Nevada Washington 
Fagan to hold until the debt was| oy Oregon. fo 
paid. or corpc ration which is engaged 
5. On April 1, 1960, Fagan filed|in or about to engage in the 
a complaint in the Superior Court manufacture or sale of products 
demanding judgment against! competitive with those manufac- 
: zlgh d by Black.” White 
note in the amount of $5,500. | was then, and still is a resident 
Service was made upon Eliza in-| of California, and was hired for 
Sars lv = ‘ * 
dividually and as agent for the | and asigned to a sales territory 
corporation on June 25, 1960.| comprising the State. The con- 
Nothing has been done since that! tract was signed by White in 
date except that Eliza had de-/ California and was later executed 
livered the complaint to your) by Black at its Home Office in 
office this morning. | New York, its state of incorpora- 
Requirements: == |tion. A statute of California 
(a) To the complaint of Fagan | provides: 






on the note prepare an answer, | “* * * [E]very contract by 
and a counterclaim if any is| ynich any one is restrained 
appropriate, on behalf of each| from engaging in a lawful pro- 
defendant. 


: fession, trade or business of any 
(b) Prepare a set of interroga-| ing is 
tories setting forth therein 5| After working for Black for 
questions designed to elicit in-| several years in the California 
formation you deem necessary 1N| territory White resigned and ac- 
preparation of the defense. | cepted a job as salesman in the 
_(c) In event of an adverse | same territory with Grey Chem- 
judgment; (1) to what court) ica) Co., a New Jersey Corpora- 
would you appeal; (2) in what!) tion and a direct competitor of 
instances might a further review| Biack. Black commenced a suit 
thereafter be granted; (3) state|in the United States District 
the successive documents to be/coyrt for the District of New 
filed by you in the prosecution of | Jersey alleging irreparable dam- 
such an Seer. oe | age exceeding $10,000.00 and seek- 
(Est. Time—15 Min.) | ing to enjoin White from working 

29. During the trial of a case| for Grey and Grey from employ- 


to that extent void.” 


. roi y ei ; = rij Ds ; sd | " 
wherein you are sitting as a trial| ing White. Neither New York nor| each of the above demands? 


judge, with a jury, the testimony | New Jersey has 
of plaintiff's witnesses establish! tg the Ca 
the following: 


a Statute similar 
ornia provision. 
| New York case 





r any person, firm | the reconstruction of its City Hall, | ~ 


| 
| 


| 
| 
} 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 





A| Homes, Inc., a New Jersey cor- 
has held, with re- poration, acquired title to a farm 


Plaintiff Caroline Green drove | spect to an almost identical cov- | 


her automobile into the driveway | enant that the New : 
t th a ha a kin | enant, that the Ne w York courts 
at the easterly end Of 4 parking | would enforce the covenant as to 





as 


| the territory 





TITLE INS 


THROUGHOUT 


NEW JERSEY REALTY 
TITLE INSURANCE CO. 


NEWARK but that Tout & Co. could in its 
discretion sell such securities if 
TRENTON » HACKENSACK the market price of the margin 









NEW BRUNSWICK - 


|} antor worked if such territory is 


lof New York is in all other ap- 
plicable respects similar to that 
| of New Jersey. What arguments 
| will you make before the Court 
| on behalf of White and Grey, and 
| how will the Court rule on those 
| arguments? 

| O-2. Tom Taxpayer, a lawyer, 


NEW JERSEY 


| turns on a cash receipts and dis- 
|bursements basis. In 1959 he 
|opened a margin account with 
| Tout & Co., stockbrokers, which 
| provided that he must pledge to 
secure his margin account with 
Tout & Co. marketable securi- 
ties, in addition to those pur- 
chased on margin, worth at least 
| $20,000, and that he could pur- 
|chase securities by paying fifty 
per cent of the purchase price, 


i t of 
FREEHOLD stock declined to fifty per cent o 


in which the coven- | 


| mentioned separately in the con- | 


| files his federal income tax re-| 


| 
} 
| 
| 
} 


| 
} 


~ | tract. 
URANCE | You may assume that the law 


|}cross the picket line and that | 
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In June of 1959 Tom borrowed 
$20,000 worth of marketable se- 
curities from Saul Secure, which 
he pledged with Tout & Co., and 
then purchased 10,000 shares of 
Space Age Electronics stock at 
$8.00 a share, paying $40,000 in 
cash. By September of 1959 Space 
Age Electronics was selling at 
$2.00 a share and Tout & Co. sold 
the 10,000 shares at that price. 
It then notified Tom and Saul 
Secure of its intention to fore- 
close the pledge of the securities 
borrowed from Secure. To avoid 
this Secure paid Tout & Co. $20,- 
000, took the securities back, and 
took from Tom a note, secured by 
a mortgage on Tom’s home, for 
$20,000 payable in four annual in- 
stallments beginning in Decem- 
ber, 1959, and each December 
thereafter. Tom paid the first in- 
Stallment. In 1959 he earned from 
the practice of law $40,000, and 
had a $500.00 long term capital 
gain. He has obtained an exten- 
sion for filing his 1959 income tax 


Law Protects Buyer 
Against Unexpected 
Zoning Enforcement 


Chicago (ACCN) — Buyers of 
buildings in Pittsburgh and Phil- 
adelphia are protected against 
loss due to enforcement of zon- 
ing regulations the seller neg- 
lected to mention, the Building 
Officials Conference of America 
reports. 

Success of the five year old 
Philadelphia law prompted Pitts- 
burgh officials to pass a similar 
ordinance last year, according to 
BOCA. 

Sellers of all but one and two- 
story houses and churches must 
secure a certificate at City Hall 
stating the zoning classification 
and whether the existing use of 
the property is legal or illegal. 
The certificate may label the use 
of the property “legal non-con- 
forming” if the owner proves that 
the use, though at odds with zon- 
SD ing regulations, had been estab- 
eg much, if any, of the | lished before the effective date 
aE 2 : | of the regulations. 
segue an ne ig actus | In the past, many buyers had 

(o) How much, if any, of the been led by the sellers to believe 
loss on the Space Age stacks ome | that the existing use of a prop- 
he deduct on his 1959 return? _| °t'Y Was legal. They suffered sev- 

(c) What benefit he can obtain | ere financial loss when a zoning 

; ordinance was enforced, requir- 


from either the loss or the pay- |: ee pocate é 
ment to Secure on his 1960 re-| 228 them to change the use from 


| industrial or commercial to resi- 
; ; | dential or to stop renting apart- 
Advise him. ; | ments because the building is lo- 
0-3. The governing body of the| .ateqd in a one or two-family 
City of Clay, N. J., as a part of| ono 
: Under the Pittsburgh and Phil- 
peor pr bids for the -magel adelphia ordinances, if the seller 
pecans esc yowerlgopid Loe. not obtain a certificate of 
tiga ee bidder and, by reso- | zoning classification and use, it 
lution, he was awarded the con- | 5 See SS Se 
tract. Lee was the only bidder | 2°25 conform to the law. Dam- 
employing nonunion labor and ages suffered by the buyer if the 
the next day a picket was as- present use does not conform can 
signed to walk around City Hall| be transferred to the seller. 
carrying a sign stating “Nonunion | 
workers employed here in viola- | 
tion of city ordinance.” This had | 
the effect of stopping all work) 
since union workers refused to} 

















afternoon the governing body| 
adopted a resolution which at-| 
tempted to rescind the award to| 
Lee “as improvidentially made in| 


Charing the cottset co ora, COMPLETE TITLE SERVICE 
THROUGHOUT 


next low bidder. Ordinance 234| 
required all work done by the} 

New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, Maryland, 


City to be done by union labor. | 
Lee thereupon filed suit in the! 
Superior Court seeking (a) an in- | 
junction against the picketing; | Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, 
District of Columbia 
and Florida 


CHELSEA TITLE and 
GUARANTY COMPANY 


setting aside the award to Grant. 
Lee argued in part that the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board had | 
exclusive jurisdiction. 
Main Office: 

Boardwalk National Bank 
Building 
Atlantic City, N. J. 


Plant Founded in 1888 


How should the Court rule on 


O-4. On Jan. 2, 1956, Health 








(Continued on page 8, col. 1) 











HAVE IT REPORTED — THE RECORD NEVER FORGETS 


KABOT, BATTAGLIA & HAMMER 
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Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 





Courts. 
CERTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate | 
standing. 
SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 
Courts. | 
INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at ; 
Trenton. | 
THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. | 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 
ESSEX BLDG., 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 
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PARENTAL IMMUNITY—RIPE FOR LEGISLATIVE 
CONSIDERATION 


By its recent 4 to 3 decision in Hastings v. Hastings, 83 N. J. L. J. 
377, our State Supreme Court continued New Jersey’s judicial policy, 
laid down in Reingold v. Reingold, 115 N. J. L. 532 (E. & A. 1935), 
precluding the maintenance by an unemancipated minor child of 
a personal injury action against his parent, grounded in the par- 
ent’s negligence. Specifically, the majority opinion in the Hastings 
case answered in the negative the single question there presented, 

, i.e., whether an unemancipated minor child may maintain a cause 
of action against her father for personal injuries caused by his 
simple negligence in the driving of an automobile in which she 
was a passenger when he was insured by a policy of liability insur- 
ance obligating his insurer to pay all sums for which he was legally 
obligated as damages because of injury to others arising out of the 
ownership, maintenance and use of the car. There was no sug- 
gestion that the car was being driven for business rather than 
family purposes. 

















In light of the vigorous majority and minority opinions in the 
case, aS well as the close vote, it is apparent that consideration of 
the policies underlying the parental immunity rule, in negligence 
suits, is far from exhausted. The majority of the Court holds that 
“true family life, so important to our civilization, should not in- 
clude among its foundation stones the concept of recompensable 
fault between parents and unemancipated children.” The minority 
is equally firm in its view that where the parent is covered by 
automobile liability insurance, the negligence action instituted 
against him on behalf of his minor child “cannot, in any realistic 
sense, be said to endanger the family relationship or offend any 
policy based on its preservation.” 

























































As to the danger of fraud and collusion, if the parental im- 
munity rule were lifted, the majority opinion notes that: “The 
decision for the child to sue will be determined within the family 
circle and obviously the proposed defendant is going to participate 
in making it, quite an unorthodox situation under our basic concept 
of adversary litigation, to say the least. The risk of collusion is 
indeed a very great and human one, when the insured’s own flesh 
and blood and the family pocketbook are concerned. It is unlikely 
in most instances that the insurance carrier, whose interests are 
the only ones really at stake, can adequately defend itself.” The 
minority opinion, on the other hand, points out that “there is 
opportunity for fraud and collusion in many legal proceedings 
but our system of courts and juries is well designed to seek them 
out and the opportunity for fraud and collusion clearly furnishes 
no just or moral basis for precluding honest and meritorious ac- 
tions. Furthermore, as parents who seek to instill decent principles 
of integrity and ethics in their offspring will readily realize, there 
would be greater restraint and less danger of fraud and collusion 
between the minor child and his parent than there would be 
between the parent and his adult friends and relatives who ad- 
mittedly may maintain actions when injured by the parent's 
negligent operation of his automobile.” 


Should a father who carelessly and negligently injures his 
passenger child while driving his fully insured automobile continue 
to be immune from a legal action on the child’s behalf? We suggest 
that the important public policy questions inherent in the judicial 
approach to the subject are ripe for extensive legislative consider- 
ation. A legislative research project, making full use of the special- 
ized task force study technique to supplement the existing facilities 


much to focus the widest possible public attention upon the 
existing strong divergent views of the doctrine. As both opinions 
of the Court clearly demonstrate, there exists no dearth of critical 
analyses of the underlying public policy questions. The results of an 
effective task force survey in this field can serve a most useful 
purpose in setting up the guideposts for legislative action as well 
as inviting much needed broad public reaction. 


of the Law Revision and Legislative Services Commission will do | 
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VOICE OF THE BAR | 








| Columbia Law Schoo] 





COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED 


| Cornerstone To Be Laig 








With due respect to my neigh- 


phia. 





Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: | Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: |the cornerstone for its ne. 
bor, Bill C. Gotshalk, I have been | columns what might be termed | month in the presence of : 
a member of the Arbitration} the minority view on the Sunday | 
Panel in the Courts of Philadel-|closing decisions and on other 


There is no doubt about the 


| success of the plan. The attorneys 


|for the 


| 


litigant and 


cessful and happy about 


|as five years previously. 
| My personal 
|the panel based on statements 
| from all the individuals involved 
‘is that it has met with complete 
approval. 

Very truly yours, 

| Emanuel A. Smith 


| Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: | Court could have held that, Sun- | 
| article | day being objectionable to some, 
Richard | the law should be held discrimi- 


| The “Sunday Closing” 
| has earned comments by 
| Amster and John Kaufman and 

is deserving of additional com- 


| ments. 


the principles laid down by the 
Court. The authors should have 


is embarassing to see that the 
Bar showed no public apprecia- 
tion for their efforts. 

The article “Religion and the 





American Society” by Mr. Kauf- | 
man was a fine essay as Stated | 


by Mr. Amster but it offered no 
constructive solution to the prob- 
lem and the author failed to pro- 
ject what the essence of the 
Sunday Closing article is, name- 
ly, as so well stated by Mr. Am- 
ster, a conflict between the high- 
way and urban stores under the 
guise of religion. Mr. Kaufman's 
article pertains solely to the con- 
flict he feels exists between the 


religious majority and the State} 


on one hand and the religious 
minorities on the other hand. 
As for the religious minorities, 
they cant have their cake and eat 
it. If the minority wanted to close 


on their sabbath and be open | religion. There are those, and un- 


the oher six days, they should} 


have advanced this argument 
and stuck to it as a solution to 
the problem. Most people would 
be receptive to this very plausible 
solution as part of the Sunday 
Closing Law. However the ad- 
vocates of the religious minorities 
took the old “Civil Rights” tech- 
nique of shouting, 
arguing and never offering a 
constructive solution to the prob- 
lem. However, we must recognize 
that an _ alternative sabbath 
theory concerns individuals and 
their religious beliefs and does 
not affect partnerships, trade 
names, Corporations and other 
commercial units which can’t be 
considered possible members of 
an organized religious body and 
must therefore, be subject to 


closing under the police powers | 


doctrine as expressed in the State 
Supreme Court decision. 


“After the statement on Mr. jority are proper subjects of con- 
Amster | sideration, and in the absence of 
goes one step forward and off|clearly disclosed damage to the 


Kaufman’s article, Mr. 
the deep end. He states that the 
drafters of the constitution de- 
cided that the interests of the 
Republic best be served by the 
building of an insurmountable 
barrier between the State 
Religion. A more than 
reading of history would show 
that this is not so. The drafters 


insurance | Which so often remains unvocal | 


| companies have been most suc-|} 

the | 
| adoption of the arbitration plan.| decision appears to have held | 
| In the period of six months, they|that the Legislature 
| have eliminated a backlog of | validly the police power when it 
| cases that were filed as far back| provided for a one day in seven 


experience with | 


It was an article which | 
| you would expect to see published | 
in a leading law review. It was| 
well written and it evaluated | 


been congratulated for taking the | 
time and effort to present such | 
an erudite article to the Bar. It| 


| 
| 
| 


aa | be spelled into it, it would then 
criticizing, | become an instrument of repres- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


and | 
casual | 


j}icans have always been sensitive 


of the constitution wanted only | 


to prevent two things: The estab- 
lishment of a State religion; and 
the favoring by the State of one 
religious group over another. 
Even today, Mr. Amster’s “Bar- 
rier” theory is not the law of 


the land as seen by the many de-| be whittled away from the major 
cisions of our U.S. Supreme Court. | group, to paliate false crys and 





James M. Cawley 


| 
| 


| 
| 


| 
| 


|} its enjoyment of the day of quiet 


;may not despoil the local scene, 


|} Scrutiny 


contain 


Columbia University will },, 


We recently read in your|School of Law Building 


legal authorities from Xs 
tinents. 

In conjunction with the ¢p;. 
| nerstone ceremony on Thurs¢:; 
|September 8, Columbia will awz;. 
honorary degrees to Great Br. 
tain’s two leading judges, ::: 
president-elect of the Americ:- 
Bar Association, and a profess;; 
emeritus of law. 

The new eight-story law by 
ing, being constructed at a 
/of more than $8,000,000, ; 
first unit of the University’s e;. 
tensive East Campus Develop. 
ment. 

At the convocation, Presider 
Grayson Kirk of Columbia y: 
award Honorary Doctor of La; 
aegrees to The Viscount Kilmy: 
of Creich, P.C., G.C.V.O., Lor 
High Chancellor of Great Br. 
tain: Lord Evershed of S r 
hill, P.C., Master of the Rol 
|Great Britain; Whitney Nor: 
|Seymour, president-elect of :: 
| American Bar Association and: 
member of the Columbia Le 
Class of ’22; and Elliott E. Chea:- 


tw 


CWO Con. 


aspects of our way of life. Per- 
peo it is in order to attempt 
| to state the majority viewpoint, 
}in significant matters. 

The Two Guys From Harrison 






exercised 


| period of suspension of ordinary 
routines, in the interest of health, 
devotional 





|}and of recreational, 


|}and other activities; also that 
|the choice of Sunday for this | 
purpose was a further valid ex- 
|ercise of the power, in view of 
| established customs, and of the| 
|vast majority of people who 
| would be convenienced by it. The 











natory and therefore, none should 
enjoy its benefits. That the Court 
|avoided this construction was a 
recognition, strangely absent in 
other cases, that the majority is| ham. Charles Evans Hughes Pr. 
entitled to at least a modicum ¢...5+ Emeritus of Law at Cc- 
|of conideration under our con- umbia. The recipients will ne 
| stitutional system. be guests of honor at the co 
The First Amendment in its) stone event 
original conception, was to pre- Leaders of the legal professic: 
clude the establishment of a state the United States and 
religion. How this intention has will attend both 
been misinterpreted, is evidenc- 
ed by the constant attacks on 
laws and ordinances dealing en- 
tirely with the regulation of local 
| governmental functions, and the 











Britain 
monies. 

The present home of the Co: 
umbia law school, Kent Hz. 
across Amsterdam Avenue fro: 
the new building, was dedicate 
fifty years ago, on October 3: 
1910. It was erected at a cost °: 
$523,142 principally with func 
from three donors. 

The new structure, w! 
be ready for occupancy in 
ary, 1961, is being built with gil 
from numerous donors, inciuc- 
ing some foundations. Add 
funds are still being sou 
its construction. 

Ground was broken for tz: 
new building on Nove € 
1958. It is the first bu 
rise on the new East C 
project. 


| 





(welfare of local populations. A 
municipality, desiring to continue 


and relaxation, ordains that the 
SuperMarket, usually operated by 


a non-resident solely for profit, Jaci: 






by the hustle and bustle of trad- 
ing on that day. Ergo, it is argued, 
the municipality is attempting to 
break down the barrier between 
Church and State. 

I wonder, do we give enough 
consideration to the second 
clause of the first sentence of 
that amendment. There it is de- 
creed that there shall be no pro- 
hibition of the free exercise of 












natory acts, which are, in 
non-existent. In once 
places, teachers no lon 
their pupils a “Merry Chri 
the farthest they can go ¥V 
giving fancied offense, i: 
press the hope that yi 
have a merry “Holiday”. % 
constitutional rights has a sm 
minority, not to hear the wo™ 
Christmas spoken in 
place, when the statutes 0! 
State record the word? 
Among the international ever: 
recently reported, was © 
which a newly conceived 
violated the jurisdictic 
other friendly country 
napping a citizen of still 
country, and transported 
to its home land for t: 
charge is the commis 
crimes committed in a 
tion other than its own 
this nation even 
against those who were 
own nationals. As far as‘ 
has disclosed, we have yet 0 +*= 
of a protest of a lawyer OF -~ 
association of distinction 
country, against his — 
which, if condoned, cou.c 
move into widespread 
banditry. : 
Would we overlook ‘7€ bos 
reaching, evil possibili 
continuance of this inte 
al lawlessness, while 
our energies to specious 
relating to the con: 
rights of little children 
public places, songs ol 
nood and peace. Have 
our sense of proportion, 0° 
cause of human ri iis 
portant where our own Preven 
are concerned? 
Respectfully 2 
Walter E. Coopé 


happily others listen to them, 
who would have us believe that 
such “free exercise” is only per- 
missible when it does not offend 
or embarrass even a very small 
group. That such was never the 
intention is so obvious as to pre- 
clude discussion; for, if this could 














sion, and cease to be one of pro- 
tection to all. Whenever there is 
a public clamor on the subject, 
it is at the behest of a minority 
group seeking to curtail the free 
exercise of a religious function 
of long standing of the majority. 

The expressed fear that one 
breach in the doctrine could lead 
to another, presumably to the 
discomfort if not the disappear- 
ance of minority views, finds no 
support whatsoever in the pre- 
vailing judicial trend. The con- 
venience and wishes of the ma- 












+ 


constitutional rights of minorities, 
will be found acceptable as the 
Legislative mandate. 

Cumulative breaches may work 
both ways, to the unnecessary 
curtailment of privileges of the! 
great bulk of the people. Amer- 











to the cry of discrimination rais- 
ed under this amendment, and 
laudably so, but the point has 
been reached where a _ closer 
of such appeals is in 
order. How far do we go, we may 
ask, and how many more privi- 
leges and harmless customs, must 








to meet complaints of discrimi- | 
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The article that follows is the third 
in a series briefly summarizing the 
opinions and work of the Supreme 
Court during its recent Term. The 
preceding articles reviewed the high- 
shts and statistics of the Term. Sub- 
quent articles will deal 
particular fields of law. 
DECISIONS ON BUSINESS 
REGULATION 

Both the “hard competition” 
policy of the Sherman Antitrust 
Act and the “soft competition” 
philosophy of the Robinson-Pat- 





with other 








sion order aimed at a nation- 
wide brewer’s reduction of its 
“premium” prices in one city to 
| the level of the local breweries’ 
| prices, without a corresponding 
|reduction of its prices in other 
areas. On review, the Court of 
Appeals for the Seventh Circuit, 
| 265 F.2d 677, 27 LW 2532, reversed 
the Commission without looking 
|any further than the threshold 
| issue of whether or not there was 
fusal to deal, and he employs/price discriminations within the 
other means which effect ad-| meaning of Section 2 (a) of the 
herence to his resale prices, this | Clayton Act as amended by the 
countervailing consideration is|Robinson-Patman Act. It was 
not present and therefore he has| that court’s view that a price 
put together a combination in | difference is price discrimination 
violation of the Sherman Act./| only if the customers given dif- 


Supreme Court's 


;Manufacturer’s right ‘freely to 
exercise his own independent dis- 
cretion as to the parties with 
whom he will deal.’ When the 
manufacturer’s actions, as here, 
go beyond mere announcement 
of his policy and the simple re- 
































257 U.S. 441, and U.S. v. Bausch 


man Act were used by the Su- 
preme Court last term to curb- 
the price machinations of large 
manufacturers. 


the words they used.” 






Justices said sent the 
e doctrine, 250 U'S. 300, “to 


f joined by Mr. stic - 
se, the Court found a; y Justice Frankfur 


ter and Mr. 





Act violation in a ma- } 
yy drug ie sina atents — could not read the Beech-Nut or} 
area aia persia Mle Bausch and Lomb case “as in- 
ion of its wholesalers to stop 


troducing a new narrowing con- 
cept into the Colgate doctrine.” 
The Sherman Act still requires 
concerted action in some form, 
and that requirement was speci- 
fically applied and found satis- 
fied in the Beech-Nut and 
Bausch and Lomb cases. The 


e flow of its products to price- 
g retailers. This method of 
g retail price mainten- 
2s held to have created an 
11 combination with 
s and wholesalers. Stated 
yenerally, the rule adopted 
e Court prohibited the use, 
forts to obtain compliance 
price-maintenance policy, 
ns other a simple 
refusal to sell. 
Colgate Limited 

Post-Colgate decisions such as 


FIC v. Beech-Nut Packing Co., 










JQ 


ty’s profession that it was not 
overruling Colgate “as no more 
than a bow to the fact that Col- 
gate, decided more than 40 years 
ago, has become part of the eco- 
nomic regime of the country up- 
on which the commercial com- 
munity and the lawyers who ad- 
vise it have justifiably relied. 
“If the principle for which 
Colgate stands is to be reversed, 


vilall 


Co., 321 US. 
re read as narrowly lim- 
ting the Colgate doctrine. That 


and Lomb Optical 





now means “No more|.; is as the Government’s posi 
Pate an ontrort es it is as t y t’s posi- 
aan that a simple refusal to|,; leita indidaten hi 
to customers who will not 0" Plainly indicates, something 
LU 4 i Wai aaa - 


that should be left to the Con- 
gress. It is surely the emptiest of 
formalisms to profess respect for 
Colgate and eviscerate it in ap- 
plication.” 

Mr. Justice Stewart filed a spe- 
cial concurrence. Convinced that 
the record shows an illegal com- 
bination to maintain retail pric- 
es, he could find “no occasion to 
question, even by innuendo, the 
continuing validity of the Colgate 
decision.” (U.S. v. Parke, Davis 
& Co., 28 LW 4150). 

A conflict among the courts of 
appeals was settled when a unan- 
imous decision applied the Rob- 
inson-Patman Act’s. price-dis- 


at prices suggested by the 
is permissible under the 
an Act. In other words, an 
ful combination is not just 
arises from a price main- 

agreement, express or 





S. 








80 Organzied if the producer 
ures adherence to his suggest- 

d prices by means which go be- 
nd his mere declination to sell 
ustomer who will not ob- 

erve his announced policy. * * * 
he Sherman Act forbids com- 
is to suppress competi- 

ie, there results the same 
» effect as is accomplish- 
prohibited combination 
suppress price competition if 
ach customer, although induced 
)d0 so solely by a manufactur- 
unced policy, indepen- 
nuy decides to observe speci- 
d resale prices. So long as Col- 
not overruled, 
rated but only v 


equence of a mere re 





price cutting. Geographical price 
( injures competition 
was declared a Robinson-Patman 
Act violation whether the com- 








seller and his competitors or 
it is among his customers. 


Geographical Price Cutting 





the exercise Actually, the Court had grant- 
ed review of only a very limited 
Law We “e : issue. The case involved the val- 


idity of a Federal Trade Commis- 
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Thus, whether an unlawful com-| ferent pr 
bination or conspiracy is proved| with each other. 
is to be judged by what the par- | 
ties actually did rather than by| the Supreme Court devoid of any 


Mr. Justice Harlan, who was| 


Justice Wittaker, | faith defense, 


dissenters regarded the majori-! 


crimination ban to geographical | 


petition affected is among the| 


are convinced tn 


LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 


are in competition 


ices 
Consequently, the case reached 


issue regarding the existence of 
the requisite competitive injury, 
'of the ilability of any good 
or of the scope of 
the Commission’s order. All the 
| Court had to decide was whether 
(the charging of different prices 
in different areas in the country 





amounts to “price discrimina- 
tion.” 
On this narrow question, the 


Chief Justice had this to say: 
“The 1936 Robinson-Patman a- 
mendments to the Clayton Act 
were motivated principally by 
congressional concern over the 
impact upon secondary-line com- 
petition of the burgeoning of 
mammoth purchasers, notably 
chain stores. However, the leg- 
islative history of these amend- 
ments leaves no doubt that Con- 
gress was intent upon strength- 
ening the Clayton Act provisions, 
not weakening them, and that it 
was no part of Congress’ purpose 
to curtail the pre-existing appli- 
cability of Sec. 2(a) to price dis- 
criminations affecting primary- 
line competition. 

“The federal courts, both be- 
fore and after the amendment 
of Sec. 2(a), have taken this 

‘ope of the statute 


view of th 
in cases i lving impairment of 








a 








primary-line competition. See 
Porto Rican American Tobacco 
Co. v. American Tobacco Co., 30 
F.2d 234 (C.A. 2d Cir. 1929); EB. 
Muller & Co. v. Federal Trade 
Comm’n, 142 F.2d 511 (C.A. 6th 
Cir. 1944); Maryland Baking Co. 
v. Federal Trade Comm’n, 243, 
F.2d 716 (C.A. 4th Cir. 1957); 
Atlas Building Products Co. v. 
Diamond Block & Gravel Co., 
supra (1959). In fact the or- 
|iginal focus of Sec. 2(a) on Sell- 
lers’ competition was so evident 


was compelled to 
contrary to lower 


| that this Court 
|hold explicitly, 





court decisions, that the statute 
was not restricted to price dis- 
criminations impeding primary- 
line but protected 
secondary-! competition as| 


well. Van Camp & Sons v. Amer- | 
ican Can Co., 278 US. 245 (1929). 
And more recently, in Moore v. 
Mead’s Fine Bread Co., 348 US. | 
115 (1954), the Court sustained | 
a treble damage judgment in| 
favor ofa deting seller which | 
was y upon a viola- 








based I aurtly 
tion of Se a). 

To the bh r’s argument that | 
the low price in one geographi- | 
cal area is “discriminatory” only 
if it is subsidized by higher pric- 
es in other areas, 
tice replied: 
respondent’s 
that they 
vant in a 









| 


arguments is not 
necessarily irrele- 
2(a) proceeding, 









but that -y are misdirected | 
when tl e under considera- | 
tion is ; ether there has} 





discrimination. We! 
at, whatever may | 
with respect to the rest | 


been a pri 


be said 
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New York County Lawers' Association 
Ethics Opinion 


QUESTION NO. 494 
SOLICITATION AND LAY IN- 
TERMEDIARY — CONDITIONS 
hNSTATED FOR ATTORNEY PAR- 
TICIPATING IN UNION COUN- 
SELLING SERVICE. 

The following is a statement of 
the facts upon which my question 
is predicated. 

A labor union has a counselling 
service through which its mem- 
bers are entitled to receive ad- 
vice on various problems. Some 
of the areas presently included 
within this service are: advice 
concerning language difficulties; 
health problems; employment 
difficulties; etc. 

The service proposes to expand 
its area of coverage to include a 
legal counselling aspect. The law- 
yer in charge of this would re- 
ceive no compensation from 
either the union or the individual 
members. The union would have 
no control over the lawyer nor 
would there be any direction im- 
posed upon him. His primary 
function would be to direct mem- 
bers to the proper authority for 
amelioration of their difficulties. 
For example, if a member en- 
quired concerning a _ landlord- 
tenant matter the attorney, if 
appropriate, would refer such 
member to the Temporary State 
Housing Rent Commission. 

In the event that the member’s 
probiem required the assistance 
of a lawyer for its solution the 
counselling attorney would so ad- 
vise. There would be no compul- 
sion, nor indeed not even a sug- 
gestion, from any source, that 
the member employ the counsell- 
ing attorney. There would be no 
advertisement other than a sim- 
ple general statement of the ex- 
istence of the service made by a 





violative of Canon 35 or any other 
Canon of Professional Ethics? 
ANSWER TO QUESTION NO. 494 

There is no ethical impropriety 
in the union expanding its coun- 
selling service to include on the 
panel thereof an attorney who 
would refer members of the un- 
ion to appropriate government 
agencies for aid in the solution 
of their difficulties, nor would 
there appear to be any violation 
of the Canons of Ethics if the 
attorney should advise them to 
employ a lawyer to assist them 
in their problems. The following 
precautions, however, should be 
taken: 

1. The service should continue 
to be Known as “counselling ser- 
vice” and not as “legal counsell- 
ing service”. 

2. The attorney employed by 
the union should not accept pro- 
fessional employment from any 
member of the union with re- 
spect to any matter which comes 
tc him through such counselling 
service nor should he recommend 
the employment of a particular 
attorney, otherwise the proposed 
service could be used as a cloak 
for the solicitation of professional 
employment in violation of Can- 
on 27. ‘ 

3. Since the counselling service 
is conducted by a lay organiza- 
tion, the attorney serving on the 
panel should not perform legal 
services, give legal advice or fur- 
nish the services of any attorney, 
as such practices would violate 
the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Canon 35, and might also involve 
violation of the statutes prohib- 
iting the unlawful practice of 
law. 











union shop steward to union 
members in a particular shop. 
The name and address of the 
counselling attoY‘ney would be} 
withheld from such statements. | 
The service itself would be con- | 
ducted on the premises of the 
union. 

Question: Would such a course | 
of conduct by an attorney be | 
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of Secs. 2(a) and 2 (b)—and we 
say nothing here—there are no 
overtones of business buccaneer- 
ing in the Sec. 2(a) phrase ‘dis- 
criminate in price.’ Rather, a 
price discrimination within the 
meaning of that provision is 
merely a price difference. When 
this court has spoken of price 
discrimination in Sec. 2(a) cases, 
it has generally assumed that 
the term was synonymous with 
price differentiation.” (FTC v. 
Anheuser-Busch Inc.,28 LW 4547) 
Brokerage 

The FTC won another import- 
ant victory when a 5-4 majority 
approved application of the Ro- 
binson-Patman Act’s false-brok- 
erage ban to sellers’ brokers. 
Again reversing the Seventh Cir- 
cuit, the Court concluded that a 
seller’s broker violated Section 
2(c) of the Clayton Act, as amen- 
ded by Robinson-Patman, when 
he agreed to his principal-seller’s 
payment of a lower commission 
rate so that the buyer could be 
given a price reduction. 

To the majority, it made no 
difference that the buyer was not 
aware of the discriminatory re- 
duction of the brokerage com- 
mission. “The Act is aimed at 
price discrimination, not conspir- 
acy.” And the Court was con- 
vinced that the language of the 
statute is broad enough to apply 
to any payments or allowances 
by a seller’s broker to the buyer, 
whether made directly to the 
buyer or indirectly through the 
seller. 

“Congress enacted the Robin- 
son-Patman Act,” the opinion 
elaborated, “to prevent sellers 
and sellers’ brokers from yielding 
to the economic pressures of a 
large buying organization by 
granting unfair preferences in 
connection with the sale of goods. 
The form in which the buyer 
pressure is exerted is immaterial 
and proof of its existence is not 
the ‘necessity’ for making the 
sale. An ‘independent’ broker is 
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not likely to be independent of 
the buyer’s coercive bargaining 
power. He, like the seller, is con- 
strained to favor the buyers with 
the most purchasing power. If 
respondent merely paid oyer part 
of his commission to the buyer, 
he clearly would have violated 
the Act. We see no distinction 
of substance between the two 
transactions. In each case the 
seller and his broker: make a 
concession to the buyer as a con- 
sequence of his economic power. 
In both cases the result is that 
the buyer has received a dis- 
criminatory price. In both cases 
the seller’s broker reduced his 
usual brokerage fee to get a par- 
ticular contract. There is no dif- 
ference in economic effect be- 
tween the seller’s broker splitting 
his brokerage commission with 
the buyer and in his yielding part 
of the brokerage to the seller to 
be passed on to the buyer in the 
form of a lower price.” 

The four dissenters, were Jus- 
tices Whittaker, Frankfurter, 
Harlan, and Stewart. They agreed 
that Section 2(c)’s phrase “any 
person” includes even a truly in- 
depedent seller’s broker. But the 
question in this case, as they saw 
it, was whether the _ broker’s 
agreement to reduce his commis- 
sion charged to the seller can 
amount to the paying or the 
| granting by the broker of an al- 
lowance to the buyer. If the con- 
duct involved in this case con- 
stituted such an allowance, “then 
all legitimate commission rates 
are frozen in destruction of com- 
petition and in actual violation 
of the antitrust laws.” (FTC v. 
Henry Broch & Co., 28 LW 4383) 
Farm Cooperatives 
| There was no dissent when the 
|Court denied antitrust exemp- 
|tion to a farm cooperative’s op- 
| erations and restricted its ex- 
l}emption to the actual combina- 
tion of the farmers in forming 
| the cooperative. Specifically, the 
|court allowed the government to 
| maintain a Section 2 Sherman 
| Act civil antitrust suit against a 
| dairy marketing cooperative for 
linterfering with nonmembers’ 
{milk shipments and for using 
| boycotts and other economic 
| pressures to compel the purchase 

of members’ milk. 

| The effect of the decision was 
| to dispel the idea that a farmers’ 
| cooperative can violate the anti- 
itrust laws only when it steps 
| outside its field and conspires 
| with persons who are not agri- 
{cultural producers. Giving both 
| Section 6 of the Clayton Act and 
ithe Capper-Volstead Act very 
limited scope, the Court decided 
that the exemption they provide 
| covers only “the legitimate ob- 





| jects” for which such coopera- | 
tives are formed. The allegations | 


of the complaint in the present 
| case “charge anticompetitive ac- 
| tivities which are so far outside 
| the ‘legitimate objects’ of a co- 
operative that, if proved, they 





would constitute clear violations 
of Section 2 of the Sherman Act.” 

The Court also affirmed the 
district court’s conclusion that 
the Secretary of Agriculture’s 
approval of the cooperative’s ac- 
quisition of the largest noncusto- 
mer dairy in its area does not 
exempt such acquisition from 
Section 7 of the Clayton Act 
There is no statutory provision 
vesting the Secretary with power 
to approve that type of trans- 
action, the opinion pointed out, 
and therefore the exception in 
the last paragraph of Section 7 
of the Clayton Act does not come 
into play. Likewise affirmed was 
the district Court’s holding that 
the acquisition of the noncusto- 
mer dairy, since it was to be used 
as a competition-suppressing 
weapon, violated Section 3 of the 
Sherman Act. (Maryland & Vir- 
ginia Milk Producers Assn. v. 
U.S., 28 LW 4285) 


Insurance Regulation 

Earlier in the term, the Court 
made what Justices Harlan, 
Frankfurter, and Whittaker cal- 
led further “inroads upon the 
policy of the McCarran-Fergu- 
son Act.” The majority upheld 
the Federal Trade Commission’s 
claim that it still has regulatory 
jurisdiction over any interstate 
mail-order insurance business 
that is not regulated by the state 
in which sales are solicited. 

The company contesting FTC 
control had its home offices in 
Nebraska. That state’s statutes 
prohibited unfair or deceptive 
practices in the insurance busi- 
ness there or “in any other state.” 
According to the majority, 
however, the existence of that 
statute did not mean that the 
Nebraska company’s interstate 
mail-order business is “regulated 
by state law” within the mean- 
ing of the McCarran-Ferguson 
Act. It was the Court’s view that 
“the state regulation which Con- 
gress provided should operate to 
displace this federal law means 
regulation by the state in which 
the deception is practiced and 
has its impact.” Consequently, 
the case was considered clearly 
distinguishable from FTC v. Na- 
tional Casualty Co., 357 U.S. 560, 
26 LW 4539. 

To support its interpretation 
of McCarran-Ferguson, the Court 
relied heavily on legislative his- 
tory. “Not only this specific legis- 
lative history, but also a basic 
motivating policy behind the leg- 
islative movement that culmina- 
ted in the enactment of the Mc- 
Carran-Ferguson Act serve to 
confirm the conclusion that 
when Congress provided that the 
Federal Trade Commission Act 
would be displaced to the extent 
that the insurance business was 
‘regulated’ by state law, it re- 
ferred only to regulation by the 
State where the business activi- 
ties have their operative force. 
One of the major arguments ad- 
vanced by proponents of leav- 
ing regulation to the States was 
that the States were in close 
proximity to the people affected 
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| by the insurance business and, 
| therefore, were in a better posi- 
| tion to regulate that business 
| than the Federal Government. 
* * * Such a purpose would hard- 
ly be served by delegating to any 
one State sole legislative and ad- 
| ministrative control of the prac- 
| tices of an insurance business af- 
fecting the residents of every 
other State in the Union. This 
Court has referred before to the 
|‘unwisdom, unfairness and in- 
justice of permitting policyhold- 
ers to seek redress only in some 


| distant state where the insurer | 


The dissenters condemned the 
majority conclusion as based on 
“fragments” of legislative history 
that are “too meager to justify 
this conclusion.’ (FTC v. Travel- 
ers Health Assn., 28 LW 4213) 


FPC Certificates 

Like the FTC, the Federal Pow- 
er Commission won all its cases 
that were decided by opinion last 
term. By a 5-4 vote, the Court 
sustained the FPC’s authority to 
issue a certificate of public con- 
venience and necessity to a nat- 


ite period, even though the pro- 
ducer merely sought a certificate 
for the duration of its contract 
with a pipeline. 

In answer to the producer’s 
contention that the Commission 
could not give him more than he 
asked for, Mr. Justice Brennan’s 
majority opinion emphasizes the 
practical consequences of such a 
ruling. “The way would be clear 
for every independent producer 
of natural gas to seek certifica- 
tion only for the limited period 
of its initial contract with the 
transmission company, and thus 
automatically be free at a future 
date, untrammeled by Commis- 
sion regulation, to reassess whe- 
ther it desired to continue serv- 
ing the interstate market. * * * 

“The consequences of petition- 
er’s argument do not stop there. 
The identical provisions of the 
Natural Gas Act regulate pipe- 
line companies as well as inde- 
pendent producers. If producers 
can insist in their certificates on 
the inclusion of a provision re- 
lieving them in advance from 
their obligation to continue the 
supply of gas, as of a date cer- 
tain, pipeline companies—whose 
dealings with local distributing 
companies generally also take 
the form of a ‘sale’ of gas to 
them—could insist on a similar 
provision. If an individual pro- 
ducer were thus left free to dis- 
continue his supply, the trans- 
mission company would be forc- 
ed to find a supplier of gas else- 
where, and make connection with 
him, to continue service; and the 
consumer ultimately would pay 
the bill for the rearrangement. 
If the pipeline company were 
left free to cease its service to 
the local distribution company 
a local economy which had grown 
dependent on natural gas as a 
fuel would be at its mercy. And 
this, though the primary practi- 
cal problem that led to the pas- 
sage of the Act was the great 
economic power of the pipeline 
companies as compared with that 
of communities seeking natural 
gas service.” 

One obstacle had to be re- 
moved—the producer’s contract 
with the pipeline. “It is apparent 
that the Commission’s order in 
no way violates the integrity of 
petitioner’s contract with United. 
During its term, both parties are 
bound by it to the same extent 
as any members of this regulated 
industry. When it expires, peti- 
tioner, to be sure, will be under 
an obligation to continue to de- 
liver gas to United on the latter’s 
request unless it can justify an 
abandonment before the Com- 
mision; but we do not see how 
this in any way disturbs the in- 
tegrity of the contract during 
its term. The obligation that pe- 
titioner will be under after the 
contract term will not be one im- 
posed by contract but by the 
Act.” (Sunray Mid-Continent Oil 
Co. v. FTC, 28 LW 4584) 

In a closely related case, the 
same 5-4 majority ruled that the 





Commission was _ justified 


is incorporated.’ Travelers Health | treating a gas producer's certifi- 
Assn. vy. Virginia, 339 U.S. 643, | cate of public convenience and 


649.” 
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necessity as unlimited in dura- 


| tion even though the application 


and the certificate were not ex- 
plicit as to the term and even 
though the certificate was is- 
sued on the basis of a 10-year 


sales agreement with a pipeline. | of rates when it approve 
The clinching factor for the ma- | gj gas sales contracts. 


jority was the fact that the cer- 
tificate was issued at a time when 
the Commission was asserting 


ural gas producer for an indefin- | 


in | 


lrected the FPC tc 





Unlawful Practice 
Committee Meeting 
Called 


Matthew Grayson of Elizabets 
Chairman of the New th 
State Bar Association’s U 
Practice Committee, advis 
day that he was calling a 
ing of the committee to pb; 
at Trenton Headquarters, 2 
August 17. The purpose of + 
meeting is to discuss the 
Supreme Court decision ; 
case of New Jersey State B:- 
sociation vs. Northern Nex 
sey Mortgage Association 
Grayson also said that he x 
the committee to prepare f, 
special symposium on un! 
practice which will be he 
Tuesday, August 30, in Was 
ton, D. C., as part of the pr 
of the American Bar Associati- 
convention. 










































Another important matte; to 









the request of the Americ 
Association to have state a 
tions present briefs at the 
ington convention on the m 
of forwarding of collection ¢] 
by lay agencies to attorneys 













Announcement 







Vincent F. X. Carlsen has oper. 
ed law offices at the southwes 
corner of State Highway Route: 
and Grand Avenue, North Hack 
ensack. 



























that it lacked power to issue ter 








certificates. (Sun Oil C FPC 
28 LW 4590) 
Justices Harlan, Frankfurts: 





Whittaker, and Stewart ed : 
single dissenting opinion for bo: 
the Sunray and Sun Oi! cas 
Speaking through Mr 
Harlan, they identified th 
jority’s “basic error” as 
tion that the [producer: 
rendering a continuing 
the public in the same se 
a pipeline or other conven 
utility, to which the usual! 
of utility regulation ars 
applicable. * * * However. a 
izing a producer to sell ir 
petuity is certainly n 
different from authorizi 
to make a specific sale.” : 
owner and seller of a comm 
the dissent went on, thé 
er need not dedicate hi: 
supply to the interstate 
at all. Surely, then, he m 
pose the amount he will 
In addition, the disse: 
convinced that the evil 
ed by the majority simply 
exist and, if in fact a 
certificate would const 
serious threat to the p 
terests, “then surely it i 
much to ask [the comm 
show that fact before ¢ 
a producer a certificate 
from the one he has re 
Mr. Justice Brennan sp 
a unanimous Court when he 
that a court of appeals, 0 
view of an FPC order i: 
a “favored-nation” cl 
natural gas sales con 
decide for itself the me 
the clause and need 
the Commission’s inte 
In this particular ca 
the lower court was held‘ 
erred in its interpretation 
Court concluding that tne 
correctly construed 1! 
nation” clause as not 
lincrease in price. 
Transmission Corp. ‘| 
Co., 28 LW 4421) 
Two other natura: 
were remanded to the 
Appeals for the Third 
| reconsideration in tl 
| Atlantic Refining Co. ' 
/U.S. 378, 27 LW 4460 
| Refining is the decision 
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yonorable Edward J. Patten 
secretary of State 


nrepared and submitted pursuant 
RS. 14:13-1 or R. S. 14:13-3 if 
wueh Certificate of Dissolution is 
not accompanied by a certificate 








all corporate taxes 


tha 
peen paid. 


+ 


srovide two distinct methods for 
‘ne voluntary dissolution 


fgmestic 


Statutes 
14:13-3 only if no part of 
authorized capital of the 





+ the corporation has not yet 
1 the business for which it 












ary dissolution may be ef- 
only by complying with the 
prescribed by R. S. 
Under R. S. 14:13-1 the 








of dissolution, reciting that 
in interest of its 


ae 


urdas 


sented thereto at a meeting call- 
ej upon proper notice, or that all 
f stockholders have consent- 
din writing to the dissolution 
t a meeting; the dissolu- 
n takes effect upon the 
ce Of a dissolution certi- 
by the Secretary of State. 
Under R. S. 14:13-3 the incorp- 
s of the dissolving corpora- 
t file in the office of the 
etary of State a certificate 
ing that no part of the capi- 
has been paid in and that 
siness of the corporation 
been begun, and sur- 
g all rights and franchis- 
issolution takes effect 
filing of the incorporat- 
rtificate, without the Sec- 
elary of State having to issue a 
“ertificate of dissolution like that 
which a prerequisite to dis- 
under RS. 14:13-1. 

:13-2 expressly prohibits 
dissolution of any New Jersey 
oration unless “all taxes lev- 
on or assessed against the 
ration by this State in ac- 
ce with the provisions of 
13 of the title Taxation 
1 et seq.) shall have been 







wae 












nan +h 





tion 


14 
st 
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iA 


and a certificate to 
ect, Signed by the state 
ssioner shall have been 
to and filed with the 
ate of dissolution.” (By 
52:27B-51, the director of 
ivision of Taxation to 
n the duties formerly im- 
n the State Tax Commis- 
may be noted that 
14:13-2 requires proof of 
it only of taxes levied or 
in accordance with 
t 13 of the Title Taxation 
1 et seq.)” The most im- 
t taxes formerly imposed 
lapter 13 of Title 54 were re- 

y L. 1945, c. 162, p. 575, 
ctive January 1, 1946, the 
tatute which enacted the 
“poration Business Tax Act (L. 
“2. ¢. 162, p. 563, § 1 et seq., N. 
°4. 54:10A-1). However, the 
““M of L. 1931, c. 341, p. 836, § 1, 
statutory antecedent of the 

m which is now RS. 14:13- 
ed in a material respect 
€ form in which it was re- 
S part of the Revised 
1937). Prior to its in- 
Revision, the statute 
1¢. 341, p. 836, § 1) requir- 
noes of payment of all taxes 
““@ upon or assessed against 

Corporation ... in accord- 
th the provisions of an act 
An act to provide for 
Sition of State taxes 
ain corporations and for 
ectlon thereof,’ . .. ap- 
April eighteenth, one 
a eight hundred and 
our and all acts amend- 
of or supplementary 
” (Emphasis added). | 
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You have requested our opinion | 
gnether the Secretary of State) 
hould accept for filing a Certi-| 
cate of Corporate Dissolution | 


zoned by the Director of the! 
‘vision of Taxation certifying | 
have | 


R. S. 14:13-1 and RS. 14:13-3) 
of | 
ome corporations organized | 
ynder Title 14 of the Revised | 
Resort may be had to| 


eated. In all other cases a} 


| Ct. 1940). Therefore, R.S. 14:13-2 | tee 
| numerical 


| taxes levied or assessed against 
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L. 1931, c. 341, p. 836, § 1; L. 1900, 
le. 126, p. 316, $1. The Act of 1884 
| was the first corporation tax law 
enacted in New Jersey except for 
franchise taxes on certain rail- 
roads, and all later corporation 
tax laws are amendatory thereof 
or supplementary thereto. See 
Black, Taxation in New Jersey 
(fifth ed. 1940), $103a et seq. 
Consequently, L. 1931, e. 341, p. 
836, § 1, prior to its incorporation 
in the Revised Statutes of 1937, 
expressly required payment of 
| all corporation taxes as a prere- 
quisite to dissolution. The courts 
'have frequently held, “There is 
|a presumption against a legis- 
lative intent to effect a change 
in substance by a revision of the 
general laws. Mere changes in 
phraseology, and even the omis- 


} 


sion of words, do not necessarily | 


language excluding a reasonable | 
doubt.” (Emphasis added). Hart- | 
man vy. City of Brigantine, 42 N. | 
J. Super. 247, 255 (App. Div. 1956), | 
aff'd. 23 N.J. 530 (1957); Murphy | 
v. Zink, 136 N.J.L. 235, 245 (Sup. | 
Ct. 1947), aff’d. 136 N.J.L. 635 (E. | 
& A. 1948); In re Hudson County 


Elections, 125 N.J.L. 246, 254 (Sup. 


in its present form must be con- 
strued to require that every 
domestic corporation submit a 
tax clearance certificate as proof | 
of payment of all corporation | 


it as a prerequisite to dissolution 
“by its stockholders’. See Ameri- 
can Woolen Co. vy. Edwards, 90 
N.J.L. 69 (Sup. Ct. 1916), aff’d. 90 
N.J.L. 293 (E. & A. 1917). See also} 
N.J.S.A. 54:50-11, 54:10A-12 and)| 
54:10B-12. 


However, the question remains 
whether the Secretary of State 
may accept for filing a Certificate 
of Dissolution prepared and sub- 


| mitted by incorporators pursuant | 


to R. S. 14:13-3 (rather than R. 
S. 14:13-1) if it is not accompani- | 
ed by a Tax Clearance Certificate. 
In determining this question it 
should be noted that a corpora- | 
tion eligible to dissolve under that 
provision of the statute, that is, 
a corporation none of whose 
authorized capital has yet been 
paid in and which has not yet 
begun business, may be liable for | 
corporation taxes. Most New Jer- 
sey corporations are subject to} 
the taxes imposed by the Corp- 
oration Business Tax Act, N.J.S.A. 
54:10A-1 et seq. That act imposes 
an annual franchise tax upon 
every domestic corporation for 
the “privilege of having or ex- 
ercising its corporate franchise in 
this State.” NJ.S.A. 54:10A-2. A 
domestic corporation organized 
under Title 14 of the Revised 
Statutes acquires that privilege, 
and thus becomes liable for a tax, | 
from the date of the filing and 
recording of its certificate of in- 
corporation since R.S. 14:2-4 pro- 


vides that the _ incorporators, 
their “successors and _ assigns, 
shall, from the date of filing and 


recording with the Secretary of 
State, be a body corporate by the 
name set forth in the certificate 
subject to dissolution as herein- 
after provided,” regardless of 
whether capital has been paid in 
or whether the corporation com- 
mences the business for which it 
was created. See Vanneman v. 
Young, 52 NJ.L. 403 (BE. & A. 
1899): Dill on N. J. Corporations, 
Section 10, page 46 (5th Edition, 
1911). Moreover, there is now an 
increased likelihood that a corp- 
oration seeking to dissolve pur- 
suant to R. S. 14:13-3 will owe a 
tax. The Corporation Business 
Tax Act, as originally adopted, 
provided expressly that, “in the 
case of any corporation which 
organizes or qualifies on or after 
January 1 in any year, no tax 
shall be payable in such privilege 
year.” L. 1945, ec. 162, p. 571, § 13 
But when the Act was amended 
by L. 1958, c. 63, p. 185 to include 
an additional tax measured by 
income, the quoted provision was 


| J.S.A. 
| 54:10B-12, make the obtaining of | 


| 10B-12 


omitted. L. 1958, c. 63, p. 195, § 6. 
Consequently a corporation sub- 
ject to the Business Corporation 
Tax Act becomes liable for taxes 
thereunder as soon as its certi- 
ficate of incorporation is filed. 
See N.J.S.A. 54:10A-17; Cf. Culkin 
v. Hillside Restaurant, Inc., 126 
N.J. Eq. 96 (Ch. 1939). 

Despite the possibility that a 
corporation seeking to dissolve 
pursuant to R.S. 14:13-3 may owe 
unpaid taxes, two reasons have 
been suggested why that section, 
unlike R. S. 14:13-1, does not re- 
quire submission of a tax clear- 
ance certificate for dissolution 





thereunder. First, it is argued 
that R.S. 14:13-2 refers to “the 
certificate of dissolution” to 


| which the tax clearance certifi- 
| cate shall be annexed and that, 
since RS. 14:13-1, unlike RS. 
14:13-3, also expressly refers to a 
“certificate of dissolution,” R.S. 


overcome the presumption. The | 1#:13-2 was intended to apply to 


intention to effect a change in 
| substance must be expressed in| 


|}cases of dissolution pursuant to 
the former statute, but not to 


| the latter. However, although R. 


S. 14:13-3 does not expressly re- 
fer to the phrase “certificate of 
dissolution,” it does require the 
incorporators to file a certificate 
which has the effect of dissolving 
the corporation; certainly this 
can aptly be described as a certi- 


ficate of dissolution. Parentheti-| these books are the provocative 
cally, it may be noted that the| instruments.” 


arrangement of the 
three sections referred to in the 


| Revised Statutes is of no signi- 


ficance since R.S. 14:13-2 was en- 
acted as a separate statute and 


| was therefore presumably intend- 


ed to apply to all dissolutions 
which may reasonably be com- 


prehended within its terms. R.S.| method does not provide intel- 


1:1-5; Asbury Park Press v. City 


| of Asbury Park, 19 N.J. 183 (1955); 
In re J. W., 44 N.J. Super. 216, 224 | 


(App. Div. 1957). 
The second objection is that R. 

S. 14:13-2, like R.S. 54:50-11, N. 

54: 10A-12 and NJS.A. 


a tax clearance certificate a pre- | 
requisite for dissolution of a corp- 
oration by its stockholders, but 
not, expressly at least, by its in- 
corporators. It should be noted, 
however, that R.S. 54:50-11, NJ. 
S.A. 54:10A-12 and NJ.S.A. 54: | 
supplement R.S. 14:13-2 
and prohibit any dissolutions “by 
the action of the stockholders or | 
by the decree of any court” un- | 


less all taxes are paid. These 
Statutes are clearly intended to 
comprehend all types of dissolu- 


tions by referring specifically to! 
the two generic subclasses, i.e.,| 
voluntary dissolution by act of 
the corporation itself and dis- | 
solution through court action. | 
Similarly, reference in RS. | 
14:13-2 to dissolutions by “stock- | 
holders” should be construed to 
apply to all voluntary dissolu- 
tions. There is no reason why a 
corporation dissolved by its in- 
corporators should be exempt} 
from the requirement of obtain- | 
ing a tax clearance certificate | 





the 


when that requirement is im-| dissolution for filing unless it has 
posed on all other voluntary dis- | annexed 
solutions. Consequently, the term | clearance certificate. 


“stockholders” in R.S. 14:13-3, R. | 
S. 54:50-11 and N.J.S.A. 54:10A-12 | 
and 54:10B-12 must be construed | 
to include “incorporators” with- | 
in the meaning of RS. 14:13-3.| 
In Storage Co. vy. Assessors, 56 N. | 


JL. 389, 392 (Sup. Ct. 1894), a} 
case construing the former capi- | 
tal stock tax, the court said, “The | 


General Corporation Act, under 
which this company was organiz- | 
ed, treats the persons named in} 
the certificate as the stockhold- | 


ers who hold the shares of the 
company’s capital stock, and 
throughout the act persons who 


have become subscribers for stock 
are regarded as stockholders.” To | 
the same effect, see Burke v. | 
Walker, 124 N.J. Eq. 141, 145 (Ch. 
1938), cf Biechowski v. Matarese, 
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To Try New Approach In Teaching Law 


“The dean of Columbia Univer- 
sity’s School of Law has called 
for-a new approach in the teach- 
ing of law which would shift 
some of the emphasis from the 

dy of casebooks to broad, in- 
tegrated courses of “problem 
seminars.” 

Dean William C. Warren said 
in his annual report published 
yesterday (Monday) that the 
traditional method of studying 
law by casebooks was satisfactory 
for first and second year students 
but was a questionable practice 





for students in their final, or 
third, year of study. 
In the casebook approach, 


students are expected to learn 
much of their law by studying 
books containing cases on parti- 
cular subjects such as contracts, 
personal property, and criminal 
law. Most of their classroom dis- 
cussions center on the cases in 
the books. 

One of the factors that has 
slowed a “progressive regroup- 
ing” of law school subjects, Dean 
Warren said, has been “an over- 
devotion to the casebook and a 
blind faith in the merits of con- 








|54 NJ. Super. 333, 343 (App. Div. 


j}issued by the Secretary of State 
| and no Certificate of Merger shall 
|be filed with him” unless a tax 


| orators pursuant to RS. 14:13-3.| 


| necessary implication of the sta- 


|should not permit a corporation 


| N.J.L. 292 (Sup. Ct. 1910). Since a 


tinuing over three years the 
dialectical exercises for which 


“There is every reason to ques- 
tion the profit, even to the avar- 
age student,” the dean said, “of 
cleaving to this pattern of drill 
beyond the second year of study. 
Once a man has become reason- 
ably adept in the handling of 
case and statutory material, the 


lectual stimulation in proportion 
to the time devoted to it.” 

The Columbia law dean said 
that students have shown a tend- 
ency to become bored with case- 





1959). 

The cited statutes expressly 
direct that ‘‘no certificate of dis- 
solution or withdrawal shall be 


. 


were 
could be asked to analyze a pro- 


for the 
corporation and 
implications.” 


book methods of study. Their re- 
actions, he said, “can be measur- 
ed by the extent to which they 
seek out seminars to escape the 
tedium of the casebook courses.” 

To remedy this situation, Dean 
Warren has proposed the expan- 
sion of “problem seminars” which 


‘have been in limited, but suc- 


cessful, operation at Columbia 
for about 20 years. 

Dean Warren described his pro- 
posals this way: 

“We will attempt to apply more 
systematically in particular areas 
the method of the problem 
seminars, which have been in 
successful ‘operation since 1940. 
These seminars have been con- 
ducted with the help of distin- 
guished members of the Bar. 

“Once a week one of the latter 
submits a problem currently 
handled or disposed of in his 
office. On this problem the stud- 
ents are required to submit 
written memoranda which be- 
come the basis of seminar dis- 
cussion. During the term, a wide 
range of subjects—labor, con- 
flicts, credit transactions, domes- 
tic relations—are considered. 
There is no casebook. If a student 
has had no formal course in 
matters bearing on the problem 
he is cast upon his own resources 
to acquire a grasp of the funda- 
mentals.” 

The next step in integrating 
law courses, the dean stated, 
would require students to bring 


several legal subjects to bear on 


a single problem, rather than 
limiting them to one area of the 


law. 


As an example, Dean Warren 
said, “if courses in corporations, 
and trade regulation 
integrated, students 


taxation, 
so 


posal for the merger of two corp- 


orations and for the purchase 
of the assets of one by the other, 
considering the rights of minority 


stockholders, the tax implications 
shareholders, and the 
the anti-trust 











clearance certificate is filed. The | 
statutes do not, however, express- | 
ly prohibit the Secretary of State | 
from filing a certificate of dis- | 


| 


solution prepared by the incorp- | 


But such a prohibition is the 


A SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
HOME INSPECTION 
CONSULTANTS ofN.J. 


A Professional Engineers report 
on the structural and mechanical features 
of a home, store, factory, or plant 
Moderate fee — Brochure on request 
6 Banta Place, Hackensack, N. J. 
Diamond 2-2246 








tutes previously referred to. Since 
no corporation may be dissolved 
unless all of its taxes have been 
paid, the Secretary of State 


to effect a dissolution by filing its 
certificate unless he is satisfied 
that the taxes have been paid. 
See Texas Co. v. Dickinson, 79 


tax clearance certificate is the 
most satisfactory proof that taxes 
have been paid, the Secretary 
should not accept a certificate of 
thereto such a_ tax 
David D. Furman 
Attorney General 
By Murry Brochin 
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AmBar Committee 
Warns Of Red 
Beachhead In Cuba 


\Yants Schools To Explain 
Menace 

Chicago (ACCN) — Declaring 
there is a “shocking” lack of un- 
derstanding of the scope and 
nature of Communist activities in 
this country, an American Bar 
Association committee proposed 
in a report made public today 
that bar associations undertake 
a nationwide educational effort 
to teach young Americans the 
advantages of democracy over 


Attorneys Exam : 


> | 
quested resolution, claiming that 
the streets had not been properly | 
constructed as required by the! 
performance guarantee. However, | 
the Township took no action to 
declare the bond in default. Dur- 
ing the winter of 1959 and 1960 
the Township Committee caused 
its road department to remove 
snow from the streets, paid for 
the cost of electricity for street 
lights, and also repaired ‘pot 
holes” which appeared on the 
surface of the streets in the de- 
velopment during that period. On} 
April 1, 1960, Health Homes, Inc., 
became insolvent. The receiver 





Ann Arbor (ACCN)—The rapid; The immediate consequence: ., 
industrialization of underdevel-|rapid industrialization may ;, 
oped countries may invite insta-|to feed support to communj-. 
bility rather than stability—rad- | rather than weaken it,” said g,,. 
icalism rather than conservatism, | mour Lipset of the University .; 
a noted sociologist declared at/}California (Berkeley). ‘ 
the University of Michigan re-| Wealthy nations usually } 
cently. | stable, tension-free political «. 
tems, while those of poorer ;.. 
tive, energetic course of action, | tions are sharply and serious’: 
based on a knowledge of com-/ divergent, Lipset explained. Fo. 
munism’s illusion and a revitali-| lowing some sort of- e zs 
zation of our inherently superior | determinism, it would se¢ = 
strength, and to bring about) rapid industrialization would -. 
widespread understanding of the| jax international tension. 
superiority of liberty under law as Rien ve : 
provided by our Constitution in| The sociologist said 


(Continued from page 3) | 


in Hill Township, Middlesex | 
County, and promptly submitted 
to the Hill Township Planning 
Board and the Hill Township 
Committee a subdivision map di- 
viding the property into 100 build- 
ing lots and fronting on various 
proposed new streets. Upon re- 
ceiving favorable recommenda- 
tion by the Planning Board, pur- 
suant to the Township’s subdi- 
vision ordinance, and in accord- 
ance with its zoning ordinance, 
the Township Committee on July 
1, 1956, approved the map for 
filing in the office of the 











industrialization, however, 


County Clerk. Such approval was 
conditioned upon the developer 
providing a $20,000.00 surety bond 





as a performance guarantee for 
the improvement of the street | 
shown on the map within a two | 
year period from date of approv- | 
al. Bond in proper form was} 
supplied as required on the same 
day. On July 1, 1958, Health 
Homes, Inc., claiming that all im- | 
provements as required had been | 
complied with, including installa- 
tion of the streets, requested the | 
Township Committee to adopt a| 
formal resolution accepting such | 
Streets for public maintenance. At | 
that time, the developer had} 
completed construction of homes | 
on each of the 100 lots and had | 
sold these properties to individual | 


appointed by the Court to wind 
up its affairs promptly started 
action in lieu of prerogative writs 
to compel the Township Com- 
mittee to accept maintenance of 
the streets asserting that the 
Township’s action in removing 
the snow and, providing elec- 
tricity, and repairing the streets 
constituted an acceptance. An- 
other action was filed against the 
Township by the parents of a 
child who was injured by falling 
in one of the holes in the road, 
to recover for alleged negligence 
in defectively repairing the por- 
tion of the road where the acci- 
dent occurred. To both actions, 
the Township asserted the de- 
fense that it had no responsibil- 
ity because it had not accepted 
the roads for maintenance. 


Communism. 
In the exhaustive 25,000-word 
report on Communist aims and 


strategy, prepared for considera- 


tion of the ABA House of Dele- 
gates, the committee recommends 
an organized program to that 
end in high scnools, colleges and 
among civic and fraternal organ- 
izations. The plan calls for bar 
associations to make qualified 
lawyers available as speakers be- 
fore school assemblies at least 
once each year on the subject: 
“Communism: What It Is and 
What It Means.” 

The report is in effect a text- 
book on world communism since 
its inception, with emphasis on 
its aims and current tactics with 
respect to the United States. It 
was prepared by the ABA special 


contrast to life under the tyranny 
of Red fascism.” 

If the House of Delegates ap- 
proves the committee’s recom- 
mendations, the ABA would be 
directed to set up a special com- 
mittee to implement the educa- 
tional program. 

Four years ago the House of 
Delegates approved in principle | 
the idea of public school lectures | 
on the aims of communism. At 
that time the House endorsed a 
cooperative plan developed by the 
Florida Bar, and educational of- 
ficials in that state, under which 
a series of six approved lectures 
on “The Meaning of Communism” 
were recommended and widely 
used in Florida high schools. 

The new proposal is a broader | 
and more specific plan to imple- | 


forces must be created, and ::: 
movement of people Mm ¢ 
part of the economy to 9 
often entails the dislocatic 
social relations, customs, 

liefs. The product is a 


searches for new values 


|before the Bolshevik 
as after, Lipset pointed 
tween 1896 and 1914, rural 
lations were immersed in yu 
and became rootles 


would have been a 
even if there had been nc 
war, he explained. 

Hans Heymann, a specialist :: 


purchasers. The Township Com- | 


, ; On motions t9 strike these de- 
mittee refused to adopt the re-| 


fenses, how should the Court 
| rule? 
' ‘|| 0-5. The Governor of New Jer- 

COM sere ee pg | sey caused an investigation to be 
BRUMBERG, SUDLOWE | made of the State Department of 

& SIGLER | New Jersey. Thereafter he filed 

ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS | xt 

OF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES charges against Abner Jones, an 
34 Howe Avenue, Passaic. N. J. employee in that Department, 

Prescott 9-0362 charging him with malfeasance 
and misfeasance in office in that 
he organized members of that De- 

| partment for the purpose of bar- 

gaining collectively with the State 
| and its political subdivisions con- 
cerning the employees’ wages and 
working conditions, with the re- 
sult that a strike occurred among 
such employees. 

Immediately after filing the 
|charges and serving them on 
Jones, the Governor, by Executive 
Order, suspended him from his 
|employment pending a hearing 
/on the charges. Nine months 
later, no date having yet been| 
set for a hearing by the Governor, 
Jones filed an action in lieu of 
Prerogative Writ against the 
Governor and other State agen- 
cies setting forth these facts and 
seeking judgment of reinstate- 
ment to his position and direct-| ly 
ing his inclusion on the payroll! seize 
and right to receive his regular 


ment such a teaching program, 
through the leadership of state 
and local bar associations,}| ganization, said at the u 

throughout the country. | recently that Russia, usin 

In addition to asking the House| nology as a policy tool, 
of Delegates to approve the ed-/| industrial base for milit 
ucational effort, the committee] er, with the goal of outst 
will request authority to print its|the U. S. in per capita 
report for distribution to libraries,| by 1970. 

ABA members, and civic organi- | Russia aims to create 
we +} y . , + + , a eqs Pe 
zations throughout the country. posing military posture 

Also, the ABA committee| onstrate the power to 
urgently appealed to Congress tO} or intimidate and captur 
act on the series of recommenda- | respect, he added. 
tions adopted by the House of| 
Delegates in 1959 for legislation | : 
designed to strengthen internal | growth depends on efficienc 
security, in the areas of passport | manpower and technology 
control, foreign agents registra- | plaining that her ca 
tion, federal employe security and | labor will be affected by th 
clarification of the Smith Act. | of diminishing returns an 

By virtue of their training and| ulation losses of World 
grounding in the traditions of Therefore, he continued 
government by law, lawyers are! sian research is conc 
especially qualified and obligated| mass production. 
to take the lead in the proposed| and integrated mech 
educational campaign, the report! have become watchwords 
said. 

“The legal profession serves as 
the ultimate guardian of the Bill 
of Rights and the protector of 
our freedom,” said the commit- 
Panama canal in the “Never before has the re- nnteworti schiavemsents 
pattern of Nasser’s seizure of the|SPonibility of the bar been so pve Geids ate “else 
salary Suez canal | great to assume leadership in the | +©C‘* “gs di oe 
gia Sc ee : Pros en Mat rag hy ficht inst ? re } i sea of mediocrity 

The complaint charged “The danger in this situation | US7¢ 48alnst peng ee —_ ; 
Executive Order was invalid on, was highlighted by the testimony | ©?” = ale 4 a Finding a 
these grounds: of George V. Allen, directer of | = Oe eee ee ee tanding won trom = 

1 ’ — Pvery meric f T Yr 

1. The Governor lacked power’ the U. S. Information Agency. | °V&S Sincecen pili oe: 

: . = © nea rPAmMmMitt r=) r Ti oC 
to investigate or remove a State before the House Foreign Rela- _ The ABA prermenel ararting 
SS eae MG tas the report is compos e 
RE. employee. — tions Committee, that Commu-| | ee Its sii Si wee 
Dividends Compounded 2. If such power to remove) nists are spending $100 million in| M&™O0ers. 4ts chairman is Henry 

xxisted he lacked power in anv ne es cede J. TePaske, of Orange City, Ia., a; 
eT Ta taba existed he lacked power in any) a ‘hate America’ campaign spear- |‘. 0°" ides at tae ioe 
event to suspend pending a hear- | headed in Cuba where the Reds! J07™er president of the lowa 
ino eae RA aga ET ie ; State Bar Association. Other 
iS _._ | seek to establish bases close mii: sc oak Pensameat 
Up To $10,000. 3. If power to remove existed, the United States.” jeer ee geome er & ampoeu 
Savi i such removal was invalid because In recent years there has beer | Brown, New York, N.Y., James 
avings received by a n recent years there has been|< Gremins Richmond. Va: Rav 
15th of month earn it aeprivea Jones of the right to! over-all expansion of Soviet “in- RT eae oe ae of 
eons d bareain collectively sah iis ,.| Murphy, Saratoga, Calif.; Louis 
from the Ist. organize and bargain collectively telligence activities against the ode “Sia aa ke z 
: ey tien Meee lett Skates deuce 4. |: Nichols, New York, N-Y.: -C. 
Save by mail. by the New United States,” through agents ligt : ; if toe 
We pay postage both reine Sandie tk sates oe Brewster Rhoads, Philadelphia, 
pay postag ways. wine a ta pind Pa.; Kendrick Smith, Butte, 
Gipiomatic status, Nn ¥ mit- ie a 
7 p oo Mont.; Jackson A. Wright, Mex- 
tee declared. The report quoted); 


Soviet defectors as stating be- 
tween 70 and 80 per cent of 
Russian Officials in this country : — = 
are members of the Soviet in- RUTH H. KNARR 
telligence services. KNARR & RICHARDS 

Other recent inroads in Japan CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 
and Africa are only fresh evi- | 54 Welland Ave., Irvington 11, NJ. Box 121A RD2, Newton, N- 
dences of communism’s constant ESsex 5-5875 DUpont 3-459! 

mal ee sion f r0r) es ° . ytime 
and unrelenting design for world Prompt, Efficient and Cooperative Service, Anywhere, An: 
BUSINESS and 


domination through military 
| 
! 
MORTGAGE S | 


force, threats, and subversion, the 
report continued. 

Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 


realistic appraisal of the menace 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Forwarders Recognized 


Soviet economy at Rand C 
ation, a non-profit resea 


Committee on Communist Tac- 
tics, Strategy and Objectives and 
will be considered by the policy- 
making House of Delegates at the 
ABA annual meeting in Washing- 
ton, D. C., Aug. 29 to Sept. 2. 

The report said recent events 
in Cuba mean that communism 
is building a “beachhead” within 
90 miles of the U. S. mainland. 
It said the beachhead “is being 
developed as a base from which 
military as well as propaganda 
ittacks can be mounted against 
the United States and Latin Am- 
erica.” 

“Folowing the proposed 
Khrushchev visit to Cuba, it can 
be reasonably anticipated that 
efforts will be made to install 
bases for missiles and a_ sub- 
marine base,” the report added. 
“Soviet and Red China’s tech- 
nicians are already on the scene 
and others are coming in in- 
creasing numbers. Red radar 
tracking will be an important 
arm of Soviet intelligence in} 
keeping our missile base at Cape | 
Canaveral under _— surveillance. | 
Red provacateurs will increasing- 
encourage Panamanians to 
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Soviet politicians ch 
ising fields in which 
had already done gr 
'then channeled science 
ingly, he said, adding ¢ 
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may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified 
Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 
yur air-conditioned hearing room. Parking nearby. 
NORTIL JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 

210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 
Leonard W. Meyer 

















the report said. “It is shocking 
to note the number of Americans 
who condemn communism, yet 
have not the vaguest notion of 
the evil which the world encom- 
passes. We must develop a posi- 


i which confronts our way of life,” 
use of 
Mitchell 2-7989 





Dlamond 2-1677 
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By Harold Kamens 


MARITAL DED 
dent and her 


‘he first 
«yor who would leave i 
ehildre 
-ended 


on 





sJlowable 
sent to t 


ag only termi 


only a life estate, 
ed by the mutual will t 
eave it to the children. 

“Weld: The court decided that 
nder state law the interest tak- 
:-« by the husband was outright, 
olute and fee simple, and the 
1 deduction is allowed. 
wman, DC IIl., 9/4/59. 

STOC 
(EDENT’S ESTATE: In 1929 de- 
ave his wife 3,000 shares 
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were distributed to her as 
ek dividends by the corpora- 
In 1944, at the time of a 






of the shares were reregis- 









s wife as joint tenants in 
h form they were held until 
secedent’s death in 1948. The es- 
ste claimed that it was entitled 
exclude from tax the shares 
ed by her as stock divi- 








“Held: The court disagreed; all 


gross estate since 
le to gifts from the de- 
. The stock dividends did 
add anything to the wife’s 
rtionate interest in the cor- 
yration. English, CA, 10/16/59. 
PENSION TRUST DISTRIBU- 
TIONS: Taxpayers as beneficiar- 
of a deceased employee re- 
stributions from a quali- 
sion trust which are tax- 
to them, though as capital 
Since the value of these 
s was also includible in 
mployee’s estate, the bene- 
s claimed the receipts 
me in respect of a de- 
‘and they should be al- 
an income tax deduction 
ate taxes paid. The Tax 
held that these distribu- 
rom a qualified trust are 
me of the trust, not the 
nt, and no estate tax de- 
ion is allowable. 
Held: The decision is reversed 
tne ground that the provision 
: > in respect to a deced- 
691 of the 1954 Code) 
ended to apply to just 
rey of situation. Hess, CA- 
/ /5Q 
ALLOCATION OF ASSETS: 
-aayer was controlling stock- 
a corporation which 
as distributor for the Wel- 
Fund. He also owned 
i the shares of another 
ion which handled its 
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lation of income tax re- 
of Prior years, it has been 
that the income of the 
“st distributor would be al- 
“d, under Section 45, to the 
* distributor to clearly re- 
come. The Western com- 
Was liquidated and taxpay- 
-dorted capital gain on the 
l The Commissioner 
the property so re- 
nged to the continuing 
utor and so represented a 


lend fr 
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5 om it to taxpayer. 
Held: Suc} : . : 
on, N-: . .. such a determination is 
“sowed under Section 45. 
{nytime . S€CtlOn applies to income 
——S ‘is extraordinary grant 
a ower to th i 
* to the Commissioner 





in 
in- 








hot be broadened by 
Dayo Morgan, 33 TC No. 4. 
ster TRANSFER’ BY 
. &: In 1929, taxpayer’s 
t defaulted on $982,000 
. After foreclosure pro- 
Ss, the bondholders’ com- 
‘ 1935 bid the property 
—t a “liquidation trust 
ent” approved by the IIl- 






















made a joint will, the property of 
+ to die to go to the sur- | 4 
t to their | Vided that if not sooner termin- 


n. The Commissioner con- | ated, the trust would end in 1950. 
that upon decedent’s | The trustees operated the prop- 
no marital deduction was | ¢€rty for 15 years and then trans- 
for the property that | ferred it to the newly formed 
he husband because he | t@Xpayer corporation in exchange 
nable interest. In | for taxpayer’s stock. The govern- 
“aect, the Commissioner said he | ment contended that this was not 


being | 22 


land 


| gain. 


i|ment advisory services to the 


|pany acting as the Fund’s dis- 


|functions into one company to 


in the West. During|the sales firm and liquidated. | 
| Taxpayer received distributions 
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Tax Notes 


}inois Circuit Court, the property 


UCTION: De-/| Was transferred to trustees who 
husband had/| Stated their intention of liquid- 


| ating the trust property as soon 
as feasible. The agreement pro- 


insolvency reorganization 
carried out in steps. It maintain- 
ed that liquidation was the pri- 


mary aim of the parties and that | 


|taxpayer corporation must use 
the fair market value at the 
date of the transfer as the basis 
of the property acquired. 

Held: This is a reorganization 


K DIVIDENDS IN DE- |§ and taxpayer, therefore, acquires | 


| the basis of the property in the 
hands of the transferors. The 


: which were registered in| interests of the original bond- 
x individual name, and he sub- | holders carried through from the | Whether the right is character- 
~quently purchased an addition-| time of their original deposit |ized as an option or a power of 
.. 565 shares in her name. Other| with the trustees to the final | appointment, it is a property dis- 


step of the formation of taxpay- 
/er. Pearson Hotel, Inc., DC IIl., 
| 9/15/59. 


sroperty settlement agreement,} PARTIAL LIQUIDATION: Tax- | 


payer-corporation owned and 
a laundry business. Its majority 
| Stockholders wanted to sell their 
shares at a time when taxpayer 
'needed additional capital. An 
outside firm offered to purchase 
| taxpayer’s linen supply business 
| for $2,000,000. It would not buy 
stock. A compromise arrange- 


the purchaser first advanced 
$800,000 to taxpayer in return for 
its debenture bond, then pur- 
chased shares from taxpayer’s 
shareholders for $1,200,000 in 
cash and the debenture bond, 
finally surrendered the 
shares to taxpayer in exchange 
for the linen supply assets. Tax- | 
payer continued to operate the 
laundry. The Cormissioner con- 
tended that there was a sale of | 
taxpayer’s assets and taxed the | 


| 


Held: There was a partial liq- 
uidation of taxpayer and, there- 
fore no gain is recognized. The 
main purpose of this transaction | 
was to buy-out the taxpayer’s 
shareholders, and not a sale of | 


| 


| 


| 
| 


|its assets. The fact that none of 


the money paid by the purchaser 
was retained by the taxpayer is 
significant. Standard Linen Ser- 
vice, Inc. 33 TC No. 1. 

CAPITAL GAIN ON LIQUIDA- 
TION: Taxpayer and his wife 
owned practically all the shares 
of the company providing invest- 





Wellington Fund and of the com- 


tributor. In acordance with the | 
general trend in the industry, it | 


was decided to combine these two 


| 


| 


achieve more stable income. Ac- 
cordingly, the advisory corpora- 
tion sold its tangible assets to | 


in liquidation of about $200,000 | 
and reported the excess over his } 
$2,000 basis as capital gain. The | 
Commissioner argued that the| 
transaction was an exchange, | 
that boot was received and that | 
it had the same effect as a tax- 
able dividend. 

Held: The Court finds for the 
taxpayer. Having lost its busi- 
ness, the liquidation of the in- | 
vestment firm was reasonable | 
business procedure. Moreover the 
language of the exchange provi- 
sion of the Code does not fit this 
transaction. Morgan, 33 TC No. 4. 

BANK SECURITY DEPOSIT: 

A builder of residential prop- 
erty sold houses for a small down 
payment, the balance being fin- 
anced by mortgages purchased 
by a building and loan associa- 
tion. The mortgages were for 
a larger fraction of the buyer’s| 
cost than the building and loan | 
association had lent on a similar | 
property. To protect itself, the 
association withheld the excess 





| 


in one of its savings accounts un- 
der the builder’s name. The ex- 
cess was not released from the 
account until the mortgage had 
been substantially reduced by 
the borrower’s payments. 

Held: The builder must accrue 
as income the full sales price; 
the amounts withheld by the as- 
sociation are includible in the 
builder’s income in the year of 
credit and could not be deferred 
until released in a later year. Key 
Homes, Inc., CA-6, 11/4/59. 

BEQUEST OF RIGHT TO PUR- 
CHASE: The will of a client of 
taxpayer-attorney gave him the 
right to buy her home for its 
assessed value of $5,000. The ac- 
{tual date-of-death value was 
| $10,000. Taxpayer purchased the 
| home pursuant to his option and 
sold it for $10,000 in a short time. 
Taxpayer contended there was 
no gain on the sale because the 
| value of the option was part of 
| the basis for the home. 

Held: The court disagrees. 





tinct from the realty; the two 
| bases cannot be combined. Val- 
| leskey, CA-7, 10/22/59. 

BASIS OF PROPERTY: The 
|Commissioner allowed taxpayer 


the names of decedent | operated both a linen supply and/|as the basis for computing gain 


}on sale of an apartment build- 
ing, the al cost of the 
| building adjusted for deprecia- 
| tion at a conceded 3% rate. Tax- 


origin 


| payer contended that the build- | 
ing subsequently was modernized | 
}and enlarged, that later it was | 


| converted into a 5-family apart- 


‘the shares were includible in| ment was devised under which| ment house, and that thereafter 


it was converted into a two-fam- 
|ily apartment. 

Held: The Commissioner’s al- 
lowance of cost is sustained upon 
the failure of taxpayer to pro- 
duce any evidence that he made 
the alleged capital item expend- 
itures. Taxpayer failed to prove 
that any part of 
should be allocated to furniture 
Albob Holdi 
186. 

TRANSACTION WAS SALE: 
Taxpayer and a geologist acquir- 
ed an undivided one-fourth in- 
terest in oil, gas and minerals. 


n 
il 





Taxpayer later bought out the 
geologist and then conveyed back 
to the original owners a one- 
eighth interest in return for $1, 
the assumption by the grantees 
of certain liabilities, and the re- 
lease by them of certain mining 
obligations. The question raised 
was whether the effect of the 
transaction was “lease” one- 
eighth interest acquired from the 
geologist, or to convey by sale 
one-half of the one-fourth inter- 
est owned by 
time. 

Held: The 





to 


intention was to 


transfer one-half of the one-| 


fourth interest owned at the time 
of transfer, and the basis of the 


property is computed accordingly. | 


Richards, TCM 1959-205. 
INCOME: A corporation of 
which taxpayer was the sole 
stockholder manufactured “per- 
petual calendars” 
cause of defects, they were not 
salable in a normal market. The 
calendars were finally disposed 
of by taxpayer during the period 
1945-1947. Taxpayer failed to re- 
port any income from the sales 
on the theory that the proceeds 
did not exceed their cost to man- 





















in the “rack In accordance 


the sale price | 


g Corp., TCM 1959- | 


taxpayer at the| 


in 1925. Be-| ver 


with the escrow agreement, he 
paid over the escrow funds to a 
vendor of combination phono- 
graph slot machines. When the 
vendor absconded with the ma- 
chines the attorney repaid his 
clients out of his own funds after 
they-~‘threatened” him. 


sonal expense not related or in- 


O’Neill, CA-9, 10/13/59. 

DEMOLITION AND 
STRUCTION: Taxpayer, who had 
for ten years owned land and a 
building on it, entered into a 
30-year lease wherein he agreed 
to demolish the building and to 
construct a new one more suit- 
able to the lessee’s needs. The 


ditional rent to reimburse him 
for the demolition and construc- 
tion. Taxpayer, however, claimed 
a demolition loss for the adjust- 
ed basis of the old building. He 
argued that since he had formed 
the intention of demolishing the 
building long after its purchase 
he should be allowed demolition 
costs as an expense. 

Held: The deduction is disal- 
|lowed. The Code allows a loss 
|only if not compensated for by 
| insurance or otherwise. This tax- 
|payer was adequately compens- 
ated by the lease and a more 
valuable building which he now 
owned. Nickoll Estate, 32 TC No. 
132. 








LEGAL NOTICES 





Dated: August 4, 1960 
| ESTATE OF LEROY COLEMAN, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAYID H. 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Administrator of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditora of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, | 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 

THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney 








744 Broad Street 

Newark 2, N. J. | 
LJ Aug. 11, 18, 25, Sept. 1, 8 | 
} STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ati to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. 


| by duly authenticated record of the proceed 








being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be seryed). has 
‘omnplied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes | 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, 
State of the State of New Jersey. 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | 
‘ourth day of August, 1960, file m 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


| (ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ,, 

| by the unanimous consent of the stock- | 

| holders, deposited in my office that | 

| STERLING OIL TERMINAL CORI | 

}a corporation of this State, w principal | 

| office is situated at No. 24 Cor e Street, | 
in the City f Newark, C: ty of Essex 

State New Jerse) (Be ard) = Mind 

} 

} 


in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 | 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed 
one 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
Aug. 11, 18 5 


f 


A.D 
and 


Au 
hundred 


Fourth of Angust 


thousand 


lay 


(Seal) nine 


| LJ 





ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
(Docket Ne 

Civ Actio 

JUDGMENT | 

of the Application of 

ROSE GRANT to a 

JOAN IVALESSIO 

ntiff, Joa 

nya 


In the Matter 
JOAN 


ain¢ 






I 


Grant 





1 Rose 





| thoriz 
D' Ale 
said 
t 





precelir 
the New Jersey 
published 


» Court 


beer 
SUCCESS 








application ir 
a Ws} 
Essex 


ty 








plaint fi 


FS 











ufacture. . 

Held: It may well have been| !t is thereupon iy of A 
that the corporation long prior ake ae Suen _ 
|to 1945 had eliminated the cal-| vers for the plaintif AD 
|endars as an item of inventory |JUPGED ! paws 
and thereby obtained a deduction | : f 
of the manufacturing costs. Since | > 
the sales occurred after the cor- 
poration “ceased to be active’ | 
and were made by taxpayer in qm 
his own name, the full proceeds | |," = 
are includible taxpayer’s in- | plaintin pret 
|come. Albob Holding Corp., TCM | ( rf ie aga 
1959-186. onnts days 

PERSONAL EXPENSE: Tax-) jient iat 
payer, an attorney, held certain | ‘ ‘ 
funds in escrow on behalf of cli- | m: 
ents whom he described as being WALTER z CONKLIN 


s i 





Held: A deduction for the re- | 
payment is denied. It is a per- |" 


cidental to the attorney’s trade. , 


CON- | 





lesee agreed to pay taxpayer ad- | 








of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | | 


| Newark 2, N. J 


| (Seal) 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
l/EPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all e stock- 











holders deposited in my office that 
} GUARDIAN SAFETY EQUIPMENT CO., 
IN¢ 
Cor} of this S whose principal 
thee is situated at No. 395-400 South Jeffer- 
son Str in the City of Orange, County 
ft y State of New Jersey (Harold 
Mesch being the agent therein and in 


harge thereof, upon whom process may be 
has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
I'wenty-seventh day of July, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Twenty-seventh day July, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 

EDWARD J, PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
Aug. 11, 18, 5 


| served), 


° 
of 


1D $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come 


Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
‘ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





holders, deposited in my office that 
PAMADON, INC 

a corporation of this State, whose priacipal 

office is situated at No. 235 Main Street, 

in the Borough of Fort Lee, County of Ber- 

gen, State of New Jersey (David Lev 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
1pon whom process may be served), has 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourth day of August, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 





this Fourth day of Angus A.D. 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 

sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 
L.J.—-Aug. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 

CHANCERY DIVISION ESSEX COUNTY 


NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 


hat 





the Secretary of | of 
Do Hereby | , 


my official seal. at Trenton. | subscrib 

















ma a erlod 
nD to 1960 
ated by Cler > 
, , New Jer and re- 
ted r tlement to the Sup Court 
N Jersey, Chancer ID [essex 
County, at the Exsex County Hall « rds 
m Fr Sept ber 9 ei at a. 
ind ft ipy , w at ‘ he 
mi wa s i 
Dated Lugust 4, 1960 
RUTH GREBNEBAUM 
HERBERT J. HANNOCH 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 
tors of I Will sta 
Hermatr Greeneba i 
Ww i< «his Ww 
HERBEKT J. HANNOCH 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 
i ier the I t \\ nd Test - 
n f li v H. Greenebaur 
HANNOCH, WEISMAN, MYERS, 
s RN & BESSER 
\ A 
7A St 
New 2, New J y 
LJ ait g 2 . ‘ 7 
Dated: August 1, 1960 
ESTATE OF PETER A. PETRONE, de sed 
Pursuant the order of DAVID H 


of the County of Essex, 
the application of the 
f deceased 
1¢ creditors of 
) exhibit to the subseriber, 
oatb or affirmation, their claims and 
jemands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same axainst the subscriber. 
MARIE F. PETRONE 


WIENER. Surragate 
th day le oF 






said 





to tt 


g ise | CHANALIS, LYNCH & MALONEY, 
Attorne 


¥ Clinton St 


J Aug. 4, 18 Sept. 1 
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LEGAL NOTICES 








Dated: July 25, 1960 


ESTATE OF WALTER HALL, deceased 


Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subecriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 

THE NATIONAL NEWARK & ESSEX 
BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK 


GARDNER K. BENSON, Attorney 
3 No, Arlington Avenue 

Kast Orange, N. J. 

L.J.—Aug. 4, 11, 18. 25, Sept. 1 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY * 


ARTM 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 


a corporation of this State, 
office is situated at No. 


11 Commerce Street, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof 


DP m: 
emplied with the requirements of T't!« 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFLOATE OF DISSULUTION 


To ali to whom these presente may oome, 
Greet : 


WHEKEAS, It appears to my satiefactton. 
by duly authenticated record of the prueeed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the steck- 


holders, deposited in my office that 
BEE BEE REALTY O©0O. 








Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-seventh day of July, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and. attested consent 
in writing to the disselution of said car- 
poration, executed by ail the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the recori 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY W HEREX F, 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my Oat eeal, at Trenton 


wenty-seve th day of July, A.D 


(Seal) one + Nets nine hundred and 


sixt 
EDW. ARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 


J.—Aug. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To ali to whom these presenta may come 


Greeting 


WHER = AS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings ig the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


holders, deposited in my office that 
LUGANO BROS, INC. 
ion of this State 


is sit lated at 0 





complied with the requirements of Title 14 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the 

lay of August, 1960, file in my 
a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which aaid consent and the recor!) 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


Seec 





offic 





in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 


have hereto set my hand and af 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton 


this Second day of August, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 


and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
ec tae A of State. 


ee eee 25 $21.60 


preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, 
State of the State of New Jersey. 
Certify that the said corporation did. 


office a duly executed and attested consent 
whiting to the dissolution of 


thereof, which said consent and the record 

of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 

'n my said office as provided by ‘ew. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand 
fixed my official sea! 


wration of this State, whose principal 
is situated at No. 663 Main Avenue, 
City of Passaic, County of Passaic, 
of New Jersey (H. Dick Cohen 
being the agent therein aud in charge thereul. 
upon whom process may be served), has 


complied with the requirements of Title 14. EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
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STATE OF NEW yaeear 
\*EPARTMENT OF STA 
‘+t KRTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
a to whom these presente may come, 
reet 

WHE REAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by 4 authenticated recrd of the proceed- 
‘ngs ‘or the voluntary dissolution thereof 

 apapimous cons-ut of all the estock- 
olders, deposited in m+ office that 
| MILMAR ROUTE 10 CORP. 
yrporation of this State, whose principal 
tice is situated at No. 11 Commerce Street, 
n the City of Newark, County of Easex, 
State of New Jersey (Milton M. Unger 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
npon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said cornoration did. on the 
Twenty-eighth day of July, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the disseiution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
Lave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my officia: seal. at Trentoy 
this Twenty-eighth day of July, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 

Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Aug. 11, 18, 25 £21.60 
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MANUFACTURING 
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whose principal 
Passaic Avenue, 

the Town of Belle , County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Anita Lugano 
oeinug the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), has 











™ 
MANUP "ac ert RING , 














STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting : 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimons consent of all the etock- 


holders. deposited in my office that 
ARESS MACHINE WORKS, INC. 





being the agent therein and in charge thereof 


upon whom process may be served). bas 


complied with the requirements of Title 14 


Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 


of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 


_ NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Pertity that the said corporation did. on the 
1 y st, 1980 file in my 
fe e a dniv execu ted and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor 


poration executed by al] the stockholders 
f h said consent and the record 





he proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in mr sain “Ree as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 








nave nerete set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal. at Trento 
this rd 4 Aucust, A.D 








Seal n thousand nine nundred = ane] 


sixty 
EPWARD J. PATTEN 


Secretary ef State 


J.—Aug. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW yore 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
CERTIFIC ATE OF DISSOL UTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS. It apnears to my satisfaction 
ty duly anthenticated record of the or 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
br the unenimous consent of all the stock 
holders. demosited in my office that 

HAROLD'S BOOTERY 
ration of this State, whose principal 
s situated at No. 2824 Hudson Boule- 
the City of Jerey City. County of 
1, State of New Jersey (Max Man 
i ‘ing the agent therein and in charge 
thereof npop whom process may be served) 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporation, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty- th day of July, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the recom 
of the proceedings sforesaid are now on file 
in mv sald office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-ninth day of July, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Ang. 11, 18, 2 $21.60 


















this State, whose principal 

921 Be an Avenue, 
) city, County of Hudson, 
rsey (Louis PP. Brenner 





















































'n my said office as provided by law. 


for a Judgment to assume 
the names of John Breznak, 
Allen Breznak respe ctivel 7: 
John Bereznak and Helen 


of John Allen Bereznak 


Samuel J. Kaufman 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the uranimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 











Cit Essex 
Sta N g Salbin 
being the agent ‘ther aud in charge thereof, 
upon whom proces ay be served), has 
complied with the rements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General ’ Revised Statutes 





of New Jorsey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certifivate of Dissolation. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of July, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed ! all the stockholders 
thereof, which said nsent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, I 
have hereto set my band and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-sixth day of July, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 
EDW ‘ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Aug. 4, 11, 18 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all ta whom these presente may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings tor the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 
bolders, ‘deposited in my office that 
T. X. REALTY CO. 

I is State, whose principal 
N 15 Branford Place, 
ewark, County of Essex, 
Stat £ 2 J (Isadore Bressler 
being the agent therein acd in charge thereof, 
upon whom proces~ way be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
~~ New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of chis Certificate of L)issolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of July, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poratiup, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the vroceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF., 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at ae 
this Twentyssixth day of Ju 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine eentred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

J Aug. 4, 11 18 $21.60 














STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It aprears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous corsent of all the stock- 
holders Genoelted in my office that 

124 TERRACE, ENG. 

t St at e wh se 

124, Osborne Te 

le it k, County of Essex, 

ate of New Jersey (Rose Eckel 

being the agent therein and in charge thereof 

ipon whom process may be served). has 

compli d with the requirements of Title 14 

Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 

of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of July, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
'n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
noration, executed by all the etockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the recor? 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 









IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and aef- 


Certify that yd said corporation did. on the 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFLOATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary diagolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited 1n my office that 

GEIGER DEVELOPMENT CO., INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 327 Main Street, 
in the City of Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Frauk A. Palmieri 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. om) = 
Twenty-seventh day of July, 1960, fil 
my office a duly executed and attested a, 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid — — on file 
in my said office as provided 

IN TESTIMONY WHERHOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af 


fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
¢ 


this Twenty-seventh day of July 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 


EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of _— 
L.J.—Aug. 11, 18, 25 $21.6 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the p’ 
tings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 
Z& K HOLDING CO 








a corporation of this State, whose principal 
flice is situated at No. 790 Broad Street, | 
in the City of Newark, County of Esse. 
State of Je y (Allan Krieger, 





being the azent therein and in charge there- 
ff. upon whom process may be served). has 
~ompliad with the requirements of Title 14 
‘orporatio ns. General. of Revised Statutes 
sf New Jersey liminary to the liesuing 
ff this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
state of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 





p 


Twenty- i of July, 1960, file in my 
fice a du ) executed and attested consent 
n writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, execot)d by all the stockholders 
thereof. which suid consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'n my saia office as provided by law 

IN piacere WHEREOF I 
et 
I 





my hand and af- 






ial seal, at rhs 
tl enty-first day of Ju A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine bund AP and 


ty. 
EDWARD J. vATTEN. 
Sec gg oe of Per 
L.J —July 28, Au I $21.60 





Synops.s of the Annual! Statement of The Balboa 
Insurance Company, Los Angeles, in the State o! 
California, on the 31st day of Deoember, 1959 
made te the Insurance Commissioner of the State 
of New Jersey, pursuant to law. Assets: Bonds, 
$1,962,216.23; Stocks, $79,070.00; Rea. estate 
$162,445.73; Cash and bank deposits, $3,844,023.- 
24; Agents’ balances, $611,050.93; Funds held by 
or deposited with ceding reinsurers, $17,000.00 
Bills receivable taken for premiums, $119,539.42 
Reinsurance recoverable on loss payments, $21, 
389.29; Tota! interest, dividends and rent due and 
accrued, $19,735.07; Total admitted assets, $6,836,- 
469.91; Liabilities, Losses and loss adjustment ex- 
penses, = 072.49; Contingent commissions and 
other similar charges, $66,925.00; Unearned pre 
miums, $3,649,028.43; Excess of liability and com- 
pensation statutory and voluntary reserves ove: 
case basis and loss expense reserves, $1,333.14; Al 
other liabilities, $256,077.99; Tota! liabilities, $4.- 

407,437.05; Capital paid up $1,000,000.00; Un 
assigned funds (surplus), $1, 29, 032.86 $2,429,032. 

86; Total, $6,836,469.91. C. W. Ferguson, Pres- 
dent; B. L. Johnaon, Secretary. 





eae of the Annua! Statement of The Pacific 
Mutual Life insurance Company, Los Angeles, in 
the State of California, on the 3 iet day of Decem- 
ber, 1959, made to the Insurance Commissioner of 
the State of New Jersey pursuant to law. Assets: 
Bonds , 2nd stocks, $219,338,282.48; Mortgage 
1s, $287.614,333.08; Real estate $39,959,623.78: 
Y \oans, $28,684,898.30; Cash and bank de 
posits, $6,918 425.30; Life premiums, etc. deierred 
and uncollected, $7,350,647.63: Accident and 
heaib prem ums due and unpaid. $2,090,909.22: 
Interest r investment income due and ac 
crued, $4,( nas 60; Other assets, $575,022.40; 
Total, $596,600,315.79; Liabilities, Reserve for life 
policies, $433,3 4 ‘136. 00; Reserve for accident and 
he th polie ies, $27,278 655.00; Supplementary con- 
sw thout life contingenci $20,374,134.00: 
Poli icy and contract claims, $6,580,526.38; Policy- 
holders’ dividend accumulations, $21,709 ‘ 
Provision for policyholders’ dividends, $4.9 
38 Liability for premium deposit funds, $3.7 723,- 
719.35: Special ves, $4,561,462.80; Other la 

“ $40, = 18. 15; Total  Habilit 



























cami carpus, $13,701,548. 0: "$3, 510,238.. 
48; Total, $596,600,315.79. T S. Burnett, Presi- 
dent; Nei] B. Ross, Secretary. 











ESTATE OF JOHN A 


FR. Surrogate of the County of Essex. this 
Jay made on the application of the under- 





fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-sixth day of July 


| (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | 


and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
“aera i A of State. 


L.J.—An a $21.60 





Dated: July 
ESTATE OF JULIEN PHILIPPOT, 





the 22nd in of August, 
in the forenoon, Court 








name of Keith George Kiselyk 


Francis P. Meehan, Attorney 
17 Academy Street | 





IRVING B. KOSKY, Es 
519 Springfield Avenue 
Newark, New Jersey 


Newark 2, N. J 
i L.J.—July 28,.Aug. 4, 11, 18, 





15, 1980 


deceased. 


Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Easex. 
this day made on the application of the under- 
undersigned, executor of said deceasei 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber 


FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY | 


'o 
ou 





SMITH, SLINGERLAND, TRAUTH 





apply to the Superior Court of New Jersey, 
Law Division, Hudson County, at the Court 
louse, Newark, New Jersey, on Monday, 
August 15, 1960 at 10 o'clock in the fore- 
noon, for a Judgment authorizing ANTON 
ROBERT MEUTEN to assume the name of 
ANTON ROBERT PIERCE. 

| JOHN J. WYGANT, ESQ. 

26 Journal Square 

rsey City, New Jersey Elizabeth, N. J. 

..J.—July 21, 28, Aug. 4, 11 $10.71 | L.J.—July 14, 21, 28, Aug. 4. il 















Dat 

ESTATE OF BENJAMIN LERNER, 4 a 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of dees 
this day made, on the application 
undersigned, Executor of said deena 
notice is hereby given to the creditors P 
said deceased, to exhibit to the sp 
under oath or affirmation, their claims 
demands against the estate of said Second 
within six months from this date, or 4. 
will be forever barred from prosecnt; 
recovering the same against the subserite. 

BENJAMIN A. HIRSCH 

ARTHUR L. ABRAMS, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2. N. J. 
L.J.—Aug. 4, 11, 18. 25, Sept. 1 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATP 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may com 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfarr,. 
by duiy authenticated record of ¢ 
ings for the voluntary dissolnti 
by the unanimons consent of a! 
holders. denosited in mv office th 

WOODL AND H®IGHTS 

















the eh upon whem process may 
has complied with the requirer 
14, Corporations, Genera! Revised 
utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
ing of this Certificate of Diss ylut 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Serer 
State of the State of New Jersey 
Certify that the said corporatior 
y fif th lay f a ly 1 
ea duly executed and attested my 























n writin to the dissolution ° 
naretinn " aia os all the «t holden 
thereof. which sald consent and the raw 
of the proceedings a tecanaae are now on % 
n my sal as provided by * 
Ix STIMONY WI EOF 
have ereto set my -f d of 
fixed my official sea : 
tiie Twentr-fifth 
(Seal) AD one thonsand 
and sixty 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
L.J Ang. 4. 11, 18 





TAKE NOTICE that 





apply te the Union Connty ¢ 
0 it 10 A.M. at 

Fl v Jersey r 

( HESTER JOSEPTE STACK {I 





STACK, r vely 
y ST} R JOSEPH 
ane E STACKEWI 


HAR RY MOPSI ( aK ESQ 














OF NEW JERSI 


Corporation, 





THE CREDITORS OF 
INGS AND LOAN ASSOCIA 
INGS AND LOAN ASSOCTA 
IZED TNDER THE LAWS ¢ STAT 
bY, NOW KNé s 
ROSE SAVINGS AND LOAN SOMTAT 
LIQUIDATING CORPORATI¢ 
VOLUNTARY ee TION 


s he 












ble state es 





to the creditors of the 


now k 
Asso 





Loan Associe 
Savings and 









I LROSE 

LATION Lit ‘ LAT 

(FORMERL KNOWN ‘As LROS 
SAVINGS AND LOAN ASS‘ ) 
By GEORGE W. & 


ot 












SEAI 
; T 






















ESSEX COUNTY 





deceased. 
1]. WIEN- 








Pursuant to the order of D AVI 





. Administratrix of said deceased 
is hereby given to the creditors of 
leceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
ath or affirmation. their claims and 
ds against the estate of said deceased 
six months from this date, or they 









covering the same against the subscriber. 
LOUISE C. SCHNARR 





NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR 
NAME CHANGE 
TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 


19, 1960], 


be forever barred from prosecuting or/| t+ 








SHERIFF 
COUNTY 


















































sA} L 
L.J.—Aug. 4, 11, 18, 25 









ESTATE OF SIMON 


WIENER, Surrogate 
this day made on the app 
undersigned, Executor of 5 
notice is hereby given to 
said deceased to exhibit : 
under oath or affirmation, 2° 
demands against the estate 
within six months from this ‘ 
will be forever barred from 


HARRY J. CUTTLER, Attors 
1139 E. Jersey St. 








Pursuant to the 


4 




















OVE OME SRBRre we wwe we we aca... ..... 


Mi 
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Page Eleven 


LEGAL NOTICES 





7 rs uty for a fe funds. 300k 
983.58; Present value discounted psemiums 

896,612 73; Special reserves, $12,909, 434.35 Other 
babilities, $64,497, 497.50; Tota! liabilities, $654,- 
782,209.07 —* funds,  sadiriaaee 105, ~~ al: 


$25,000,000.00; 
$53,338,309. 336 943,594. -: S Tota 7 





+r of The 





a) a nt of Herbert D. 
of Minnie G. Miller, an Ine 


and stated 











if 
21, 1960 


KRBERT D. 
ian for 
competent 

PHIFER, 





an _Incompe te nt 


’ e of Settlement of 
Not s hereby given 


STATE OF NEW JEKSb1 
DEPARTMENT OF STATL 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTIUN 


To ali te whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
tings for the voluntary dissolutien thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ali the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


HARGAY COMPANY 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 340 East Main 
Street, in the Borough of Ramsey, County of 
Bergen, State of New Jersey (Morris N 
Scharf being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
bas complied with the requirements of Title 


Corporations, General, of Kevised Stat- 


utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu- 
ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NUW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State ef the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corperation did. on the 
Twenty second day of July, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which eaid conseut and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
bn my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-second day of July, 


(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine buns 


and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


.J.—July 28, Aug. 4, 11 $21.60 








CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHERSAS, It appears te my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
inge for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


urt of New Jersey 
nt to the Superior Court 
ery Division 
y of August, 
Records, 








& corporation of this 
» is situated at No. 
the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Lawrence L. Lasser, 
beiug 











5 Greeting 
WHEREA 








xf Elizabeth, 
sate of New Jersey (Joseph r 
wag tbe agent therein and in charge thereof 
: process may be served). 
th the requirements of Titl e 14, 






General, 






New. Je 
SOW, THEREFORE, 


fate of the State of New Jersey, 
tity that the said —— aid. on the 





executed 








Fifth 





4 9 


ig 1 ae 


thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jerecy, Vo Hereby 
Oertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-tirst day of July, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my eaid office as provided 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
EPARTMENT OF STATE 
IFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
gli to whom these presents 


S. It appears to my satisfaction. 
thenticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution 
mous consent ] 
waited in my office 
\DAR HOMES, 








rsey, preliminary to (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred 


ia Certificate of Dissolution. 


—July 28, Aug. 4, 11 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 





tate, whose principal 


ration of this(State, who INC. 
o. 17 Academy Street, 


the agent therein and in charge 


ed by law 
IN TESTIMONY WH EREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this ‘T'wenty-tirst day of July, 


and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 





> the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all 
hich sald consent and the record 
D lings aforesaid are new on file 
2 my said office as provid 
IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto eet my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting. 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
AMERICAN SUUND CORPORATION 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 227 Main Street, in 
Town of Belleville, County of Essex, 


one ‘unans nine Lt 


greg of State. 





















Avenue 
J 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), hae 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-first day of July, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by lew. 


FF NATHAN 


to the order 
I Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
Ss day made, on the application of the 
iersigned, Executor 
is hereby given to the creditors 
eceased, to exhibit to the subscriber, 
th or affirmation, 
st the estate of said deceased 
mnths from this date, 
rt barred from prosecuting or 
same against the subscriber. 
JACOB AUGUST 
DANIELS, Attorney 


4 21, 28, Aug. 4, 














rm 
© ry 





Sovering 








zL 
& Foster, 





(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 


Dated 
PHILOMENA Ww Al UTE) i 


L.J.—July 28, Aug. 4, 11 $21.60 
to the order 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


of New Jersey (Ernest Krebs 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
bave hereto set my hand and atf- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this ‘Twenty-first day of July, 


sixty. 
KULWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 





ns R, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
“4 %4y made on the application of the 
Biersigned Executors jeceased, 
is hereby given to the creditors of 
RE deceased to exhibit to the 
te or affirmation, their claims and 
tds against the estate of said deceased 
months from this date, 
® forever barred from prosecuting or 
he same against the subscribers. 

MI NNIE KOHL 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these oresents moy come, 
Greeting: 


HEREAS., 

by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary —... thereof 
by the unanimous = of all the 

holders. deposited in 

ST A. ARNOLD @ corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 285 Main Street, 
in the City of Orange, County of Essex, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 















upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-second day of July, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
reof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 


ISIDOR. KONDRATUE, - 


the order 
Trogate of the County of Essex, 
on the application 

Administrator i 
is hereby given 


mands against 
within six months 
will be forever 
recovering the same against 


SAVINGS 


¥, Attornes (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundre 
; eix 






























Te Street 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


lt appears to my satisfaction. 


ETTA’'S F ASHION SALON, INC. 


of New Jersey (Philip Singer 


TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hend and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenten 

y-second day of July, 





t 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of —_— 
July 28, Aug. 4, $21.60 





UF AXEL M. BJORKLUND, 


the order 
Togate of the County of Hesex 
a the appli cation of the under- 
Tatrix of said dec —. 
Oo the 
to the cinaaier. 
» their claims and demands 
es ite of said deceased within 
sh rom this date, or they wi 
ane po TOM prosecuting or recovering 
a = 1st _the ioe. 
2> LVY M. B. 
JARDI NE, Att torieye. 






vainst the estate of said deceased within 
months from this date, or they will be 
forever barred from prosecuting or recovering 
he same against the subscriber. 





21, 28, Aug. 4, 





of DAVID H. 
County of Essex, 
n of the under- 
8 leceased, notice 

gi to the creditors of said 
to exhibit to the subseriber, under 
affirmation, their claims and demands 





LENNIE LOVE 





(Seal) A. D., one thousand nine hundred and 


L.J.—July 28, Aug. 4, $21.60 
ESTATE OF FLORENCE K STEINBERG, 


ER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, this 
day made on the application of the under- 
signed, Executors of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscribers, under oath or 
affirmation, their claims and demands against 
the estate of said deceased within six monthg 
from this date, or they will be forever barred 
from prosecuting or recovering the same 
against the subscribers 


BENJAMIN POTOKER, Attorney 
17 Academy St. 

Newark 2, N. J 

L.J.—July 21, 28, Aug 4, 11 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceei- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
S & B MACHINE & TOOL COMPANY, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 350 Millburn Avenue, 
in the Township of Millburn, County of 
Essex, State of New Jersey (Emanuel S. 
Lowinger being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, porations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-first day of July, 1960, dle in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my eaid office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
— my official seal, at Trenton, 

is I'wenty-+irst day of July, 









sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of — 





Dated: July 15, 1960 


deceased 


Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIBN- 


LEAH HERZLINGER 
ISIDOR C. KIELL 


18 





CHANCERY DIVISION, ES 


BETWEEN Clint 


EXECUTION, to me directed, I shall expose 





lowing tracts 
premises 
situate, 
Newark, 


corner formed by the intersection of the 
westerly line of Elizabeth Avenue with the 
northerly line of We 


same are laid down on the map of property 
of the Weequahic Park Land & Improvement 
Co., surveyed in 1904 by George H. Gard- 
ner, Surveyor; ther running northerly 
along the said westerly line of Elizabeth 
Avenue 590.09 t to the southeasterly 
corner of lot N« S78 on said map; thence 


running we y along 
said lot No. 878, 140.96 feet to the easterly 
line of lot Ne 925 on said map; thence 
running southerly along the 


line of lot No. %25 and at right angles to 
Weequahic Avenu 50 feet to the said 
northerly line of Weequahic Avenue; theuce 


running easterly 
line of Weequab 
Westerly line 
of BEGINNING 


map. 
Elizabeth Avs 


point in the 
beth Avenue 
feet from the 1 
westerly line of Lyons Avenue with the 
Northwesterly line of Elizabeth Avenue; 
thence (1) n 
west 143.97 

degrees 27 mir 
(3) south 43 de: 
feet to the nor 
Avenue; thence 
49 degrees 54 minutes 
the place of BEGINNING. 


map referred to in the First Tract 
Elizabeth Ave 
to be satisfied »y said sale is the sum of 
Thirty-four ‘Tt 
lars and Fift 


gether with the 
Newark, N. J., 


L.J.—July 28, Aug. 4, 11, 18 $53.55 


SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-153 
SUPERIOR OOURT OF NEW JERSEY 

4 COUNTY 





DOCKET NO Ede 874-5 

z8 oy Loan As- 
sociation, a corporation of New Jersey, 
Plaintiff, and The Continental, a New 
Jersey corporatio! et als., Defendants. 
EXECUTION For Sale of Mortgeged 
Premises. 

By virtue of the above stated writ of 











l Vendue, in Room B-16, 
“HOL SE, in Newark, on 
srd day of August, next, at 
:30 p.m. (Prevailing Time, ALL the fol- 
arcels of land and tlie 
er particularly described, 
nd being in the City of 

ounty, New Jersey: 
5 NNING at the 











FIRST 





ic Avenue as the 














the southerly line of 


said easterly 





along the said northerly 
e 137.94 feet to the 
zabeth Avenue and place 





BEING Lot N 579 on the aforesaid 
Being known lesignated “as 655-657 
New Jersey. 
SEHGINNING at a 
esterly line of Eliza- 
southwesterly 100.18 
section of the south- 





SECOND 








: ees 33 minutes 
thence (2) south 46 
west 50 feet; thence 
33 minutes east 140.96 
terly line of Elizabeta 
ng the same aorth 
east 50.09 feet to 














BEING Lot No. 878 on the aforesaid 


1d designated as 651-653 
Newark, New Jersey. 
2 amount of the Judgment 


3eing known 








The approxim 








Seventy-one Dol- 
($34,071.51), to- 
this sale. 

1960. 

+, DUFFY, Sheriff 
HOWARD, Attorney. 














MICHAEI 





ESTATE OF HENRY CALHOUN, deceased 


WIENER, Surrogate of the Courty of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditore of said 
deceased to exhibit to the subecriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 


Gi ARDNER K. 


4.J3.—Aug. we 5, «2 sept 


Dated: August 1, 1930 


Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 


I ST COMPANY 





FIDELITY UNIO 





No, Ar 





IN THE MATTER 0 


at the Essex ¢ ( t House, Mark 





1960 at 


soon ther 


CENT FERTONAR m) t t name 
CARMEN VINCE? \ I 


EDWARD G D' ALES DRO 
1180 Raymond B 
Newark, N J. 





J. Precker, Attorney 

nford P.ace 

Kk, id 

Juiy 28, Aug. 4, 11, 18, 25 


L.J.—Aug. 11, 1 $15.12 


APPLICATION 
FERTONARDO 
LITEM, VIN 
SAVE TO 





OF CARMEN 
BY HIS GUA 1D I 
CENT AGRIFOMG FOR 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


yi TME) 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


ALBERT BACK LNC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principai 
office is situated at No. 25 Elizabeth - 
in the Uity of Newark, County 


being the ageut therein and in charge therev 
upon whom process may 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
Preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of July, 
office a duly executed 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 

in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TEST EREO: 


and attested consent 


have hereto set my hand and af- 


one thousand nine hbundrea 


EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


*n 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE UF DISSULUTION 
To all te whom these presents may come, 


WHERLAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolutivun thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

holders, deposited in 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 
nue in the Town of Morristown, 


89 Washington Ave- 


the agent therein 
whom process may be 
served), has complied with the 


vised Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to 
the issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


Stave of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifteenth day of July, j i 
vince a duly executed and attested consent 
uu writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
said consent and the 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


eet my band and af- 
ay 
one thousand nine hundred 


Secretary of mete: 
L.J.—July 28, Aug. 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STALL 
CERTIFICATE Ub DISSULUTION 
To att to whom thesu presents 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of 
ings for the voluntary dissuiution therevi 
by the unanimous consent of -* 


ited 1 
CHRISTOPHER SLARKE 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No 370 North Street, 
the Borough of Teterboro, Coun! 


veiux the agent therein and in cliarge thereof. 
upon whum process may be 
complied with the requirement» of Title 14. 
x . of Kevised Statutes 
preliminary w the issuing 
of this Certificate of Diawcration- 

Ww. IEREFORE 


State of the State of New Je steey. Lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


consent and the record 
of the proceedings ee ro = on file 
in my said office as provi 

TESTIMONY “4 WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
one thousand nine hundred 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


Beor 
L.J.—July 28, Aug. 4, 





STATE MA i JERSEY 


ATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente may come. 
ting : 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
oy duly authenticated record of the p 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in m 


a corporation of this State, whose 
office is situated at No. 285 


ueing the agent therein and !n charge thereof. 
upon whom process se) 
complied with the requirements of Title . 
CG of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certifv that the said corporation did. on the 


office a duly executed and attested consent 
the dissolution of said cor- 


which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid ‘> — on file 
non my said office as provided la 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 
fixed my official seal. 
, one thousand nine hundred and 


xty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
oe ge of State. 
1 1 





ESTATE OF MARIA CORICA, 








ASSUME THE NAMI CARMEN 
VINCENT A¢ WLIO 
TAKE NOTE t the undersigned w 


apply to the Sup Court of New Jersey 


if 





for a 





VINCENT > 





"TIENER, Surrogate of the County of Easex, 

s day made on the application of the under- | pray ig y xe . py 
is hereby given to 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six month# from this date, 
ill be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the 


MARINELLO, CUNDARI & SORIANO, 


166 oe Avenue 


Dated: July 20, 1960 
ESTATE OF SARAH ANN RUSSELL, 
deceased. 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demanus against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
wii ve forever barred {rum prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
| THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
Wiliiam M. McConneil, ..ttorney 
644 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 

L.J.—July 28, Aug. 4, 11, 18, 25 





STATE UF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT UF SLATE 
CERTIFIOATE UF DISSULUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record vl tue proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissuiution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of aii the stock- 
holders, depusited in my oillice, that 
| AVENBL OCUNSTRKUCTION CORD. 
|} 4a corporation of this State, whose principal 
vtlice is situated at No. 284 Amboy Aveuue, 
} in the Tuwnship of Woodbridge, County otf 
Middlesex, State of New Jersey (Edward 
A. Kopper being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Kevis- 
ed Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to 
the issuing of this Certilicute oi Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFUKE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Herepy 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-ninth uay of July, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution vf said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
tnereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on ule 
in my said ollice as provided by iaw. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEKEUF, 1 
have hereto set my bund and atf- 
fixed my official seal, at ‘Trenton, 
this Twenty-ninth day of July, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EVWAKY J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Aug. 4, 11, 13 





21.60 


” 
tw 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF SLAILE 
CERTIFICATE UF DISSULL LION 
To alt to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WhitkKnAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ange for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ail the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

GULDJACK REALTY CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
vilice is situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, 
iu the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State ot New Jersey (Max Druz 
vbeimg the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upoo whom process may be served), bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify tuat the said corporativu did, on the 
‘lwenty-seventh day of July, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
lu writing to the dissulution of said cor- 
poration, executed by ali the stockhulders 
thereof, which eaid consent and the record 
of tue proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my eaid oltice as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
bave hereto set my band and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Tweuty-seventh day of July, 

(Seal) A.U., ope thousand oine uundred and 
sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.--Aug. 4, 11, 13 $21.6U 





STATE UF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF SIATE 
CERLI1FICATE UF ULISSULUTION 

To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
py duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ali the stock- 
nolders, deposited in my office that 

ROBINETTE, LN¢ 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. JVUi Adams Street, 

in the City of Hoboken, County of Hud- 
son, State of New Jersey (Ben Cvosta 
uvelng the agent therein and in charge there: 

upon whom precess may be served), has 
complied with tae requirements of Title 1+ 

Corporations, ‘seneral, of HKevised Statutes 

of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 

of this Certificate of Dissvlution. 

NOW, THEREFOKE, 1, the Secretary of 

State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 

Uertify that the said corporation did, on the 

Twenty-ninth day of July, 1960. file in my 

office a duly executed and attested consent 

in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
tuereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at iy 
this Twenty-ninth day of Ju 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Aug. 4, 11, 18 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these vresents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 

by duly authenticated recerd of the proceed- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

L. B. RUSSELL CHEMICALS IN¢ 

a corporation of this State, whose 

office is a at No. id Comn . t 

in the ity of N ark, County of Essex 

State fe New Jer (David B Si r 

being the agent therein and in ci 1arge thentet 

upon whom process may be served), has 

complied with the requirements of Title 14 

Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 

of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 

of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 

State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 

pe hese that = said corporation did. on th 


















attested consent 
n writing to the disse ution ¢ said cor- 
noration, executed by all the stockholders 
record 
= now on fle 








in my said office as provi ted by 
IN TESTIMONY W HEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
ffictal 





fixed my ictal seal. at | 
this Twe -ifth day »f 
(Seal) A.D.. _ thousand nine nundeed 


d six 





LJ. —July “te 21, 28, Aug. 4, 11 


an 
EDW ‘ARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 


PiJd—aee. 4 31, 38 $21.60 
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Amplify Role of Attorneys and Trust Institutions 
In Estate Planning ‘5 


The respective roles of trust 
institutions and attorneys at law 
in the matter of estate planning 
have been amplified in a state- 
ment issued today by the Na- 
tional Conference Group. The 
Group is composed of five repre- 
sentatives of the Trust Division, 
American Bankers Association, 
and five representatives of the 
American Bar Association. 

The joint statement supple-|erous legal problems involv 
ments one issued by the Bar and} law of all kinds in which it is 
bank group on February 8, 1950,| essentially necessary for the per- 
entitled “Trust Advertising — Es-| son seeking to plan his estate to 
tate Planning Statement.” have competent legal advice. The 

The statement follows: | 

The Statement of General 
Policies adopted by the National | 
Conference Group formed by the | 
American Bar Association and} 
the Trust Division of the Ameri- | 
can Bankers Association on Sep- | 
tember 1941, and thereafter A trust institution is granted 
approved by both Associations is} charter powers to act as a fiduc- 
hereby reaffirmed. iary and to conduct a trust busi- 

The proper planning of'an in-| ness. It may analyze the assets 
dividual’s estate, so as to provide | and estates of its customers and 
for the orderly arrangement of} discuss with them the problems, 
his property and affairs in such| other than those involving the 
manner as to take care of his| giving of legal advice, of disposi- 
needs and those he may wish to/ tion of such assets and estates 


are of substantial assistance. The 
setting up of the estate plan 
sometimes requires conferences 
| which have to do with the kind 
and character of the assets in 
question. In connection with 
these matters, there are bound 
to arise, sometimes at the outset 
and certainly in the course of 





ing 


proper functions of corporate fi- 
duciaries and lawyers in matters 
of this kind has been developed 
and made great progress since 
the creation of our National Con 
ference. 


97 
‘, 


benefit after Ais death, is defi-| ard the services and facilities of 
nitely in the public interest.| the trust institutions that may 
v7 ° ° ° } . P » : 

Trust institutions and lawyers} be used in aid of carrying out 


working together can be of great! such dispositions. The experience 
public aid in this field. The con-| acquired by trust institutions in 
sideration of an estate plan re-/| handling trust estates of various 
quires expert and _ considered 
knowledge as to the investments 
and as to the way in which in- 
vestments are to be dealt with in| 
an estate plan. Corporate fiduci- 
aries, through their broad exper- 


N : The Approved, Compact All-State 


UNICORP 


Self-Contained 
COMPLETE 1 BOOK CORPORATE OUTFIT 


ing a person planning his estate. 
Hence trust institutions are often 
consulted by their customers in 
relations to these matters. How- 
ever, any such discussions in- 
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FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 









raftsmanshiP 
" Quality © e k 
A al 
Folly iron! 




















3 DIFFERENT 








OUTFITS 
STARTING AT 

*Optional 
Gold Lettering $1.00 $1 5.00 


Printed Minutes $1.00 


the Unicorp completely integrated 


New and already in demand, 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 
offices. 


Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 


(On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 
ALL-STATE orice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. 





kinds is of great value in assist- | Trust 


| ience in relation to these matters, | 


the planning of the estate, num- 


harmonious understanding of the | 


| tomer, 
{should at the earliest practic- |, 


volving the disposition of the as- 
sets and estates of such custom- 
ers snould be general and pre- 
liminary only and subject to the 
consultation and advice of the 
cus omer’s own lawyer. 

T_¢ primary purpose of partic- 
ipation in estate planning by the 
rust institution should be to mo- 
tivate its customer to initiate 
-he arrangements for the orderly 
disposiion of his assets and to 
confer with his own lawyer or a 
lawyer of his choosing regarding 
those arrangements. In reviewing 
the assets and estate of its cus- 
the trust institution 


able date include the customer’s 


own lawyer in the development | 


of the plan. 

Because the formulation and 
execution of a plan for the dis- 
position of a customer’s assets 
necessarily involves the applica- 
principles, of the 
and decedent’s es- 


tic 
t10n 





at the law ot trusts and fu- 
ture interests, the law of real 
and personal property, and the 






law of taxation, as well as prac- 
tice in the Probate and Chan- 
cery Courts, and other fields of | | 
law, advice in respect thereto is 
the responsik 7 of the custom- | 





er’s own lawyer. - 
Accordingly, there should be no 
implication in its advertising by 
a trust institution that legal ser- 
vices will be rendered by it or 
that the services of a lawyer are 
unnecessary or only ministerial. 
company advertising 
should be dignified and should 
not overstate or overemphasize 
its qualifications in this field. 





Announcement 


David Irving, Jr. has moved his 









































llaw offices to 352 Cedar Lane, 
Teaneck. 
. 
Bankruptcies 
The names of the Referees are abbreviated 
as follows: L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; F-Fishberg. 
\ ( g Stant Hunterdon € 
t Ss assets SH0H 00 
I I 3 
ROWERS. ¢ Major 
assets f L 
Carl F S 
BRENT y i Fr n 
Boot Tsu M gton, N.J 
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re ls I - 
8 
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Translation - Certified 
—All Legal Documents— 
ITALIAN - GREEK - FRENCH - SPANISH 
PORTUGUESE 
A. D’AGOSTINO, Suite 432 
1060 Broad Street, Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-7027 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
FOR RENT 
eee OFFICE AND SPACE FoR 8B. 
ry, air conditioned. 10 Commerce Coun, 
Suite. 313. MlItchell 3-7111. 
AIR-CONDITIONED OFFICE Ava 





In answering any box ads, 
address answers to: 

New Jersey Law Journal 

cLA — 

240 Mulberry St., 

























































. “ in long established uptown a: 
Newark 1, N. J. suite - with or without steno - ESsey 4.; 
after 5 SOuth Orange 2-0667. 
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY | PRIVATE OFFICE IN LAWYER'S som 
- Commerce Ct. Bldg. Air condition 
: = $75. MArket 2-4188. nae 
ATTORNEY; oe y -gedtnsgprnensn 
for advancement. Minimum 5 years general/| ;-,,, \ > . aa 
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and salary requirement. CLA 292. MArket 2.0783. a: ee \ewary 
FIRM WITH LARGE GENERAL PRACTICE | yor TH BERGEN PROFESSIONAL Bine 
in central Jersey county seat requires 1 i 79th S ir- : 
associate Experience top law school | 
ngpesos Exceptional ability — fl ra 
ndu prerequis Write qualificatic 
oO CLA. 301 
OLDER LAWYER WITH HEz 
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ATTORNEY AS PERMANENT ASS IATE | 

ersey City e EX in de- | SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 
I rg DEN e a ¢ 

Pp rhage ann resu eaters | a ‘ 

m CLA 397 ; | | CITATIONS of cases in point furnish 

$15 per point; emergency or exXcerpting 








Sam Weiss, 

749 Scotland R4 
Orange, N. J 
ORange 6-0122 


| | services extra 
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| GENEALOGY 
| fendants located; 
| | plied. Lew fees 
B. Handloas 
vUle 9. N. J. Tel 


HEIRS AND 
affidavit ‘ 





kway 
PLymouth 9 9-4169 





DOCUMENT 
expert tea 
Sulner, ¢ ( 
qa. ATS, 


| 

| aaxpwnrrisg & 
qualified examiner; 
| | trated. Hanna F. 
| | Jackson Heights 











| | HANDWRITING 


| 
| | disputed docu 
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c PRENTICE. :-HALL, L. INC. | Pr Row, Ken 


EXPERT 
t J. 

















RT. 9W, ENGLEWOOD CLIFFS, N. J. — 
= —— | TITLE SBARCHER AVAILABLE TO Mill 
YOUNG ATTORNEY; SOME EXPERIENCE |" searches in Union, Essex, Morris Middlone: 
able: res eS nfid al. H Monmouth and Somerset Counties omum nn: 








West Ave Rosela 





























m M Abstract Co., 435 5t 
iy Str 2 5-0488 
TORNEY } ITAL ~ 7 L ay FOR ASSI ES 
AT 1 matter Italy, inquiries {avid 
nv re« ré senate D' Ag 10, 1060 Broad Street, Naw 
na antic tn. chow Win | ark - MAr ket 3 7037 
: sipchocuinas | HACKENSACK ATTORN 
SOE eee a) all = forma and in 
ature incom end North J 







































WANTED TO PURCHASE 
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| 
| 
sith RESTED IN 
ECRI I yes at a discount 
=e , ag csi aan cai eae eS tected and finder’s 
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econd 








-phone Mitchell 2-5124 















































Pi rea, CLA 407. ; | A Complete Office Ser: 
Legal Professi r 
ATTOI ABI SPO Ex- LEGAL MIMEOGRAPHING 
E, a ae ey ell SERVICE 
i oO At r 1180 copes Bivd., Newark 
( M CLA 408 Mimeographing — Secre S 
a ; MI 
at a Galen gp ed . DoroTHy GABRINER WA 
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|| NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 
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Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 


For Our Unique Personal Service 
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